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PAROCHIAL CONTROTERST. 



About three years since, there being an unusual 
attention to religion in the First Parish in Cambridge, 
meetings for religious purposes were held iti the evening 
of a week day, as they had been, occasionally, in the 
parish for thirty years. At first they were held at a pri- 
vate dwelling house ; but this not being sufficiently large 
to accommodate them, they were soon after transferred to 
the couiit house. A lecture, was also opened at the meet- 
ing house on Sabbath evening. Both these exercises 
have been continued, with occasional intermissions, ever 
since. These and other facts, pertaining to the interior 
state of the Church and Society, are presented by the 
Pastor in his correspondence with the Committee of the 
Parish. There also is given an exposition of the subject ^ 
of his exchanges with neighboring ministers, and of 
his gradual discontinuance of exchanges with minis- 
ters, 'who avowed " liberal principles," as they' are called, 
— principles, which are at variance with those of the 
pastor and church of Cambridge. Almost all the minis- 
ters who were in 'the neighboring churches at the time^ 
of the settlement of the present pastor in Cambridge, hav- 
ing rested from their labors, and those who succeeded 
them having generally avowed, or given reason to believe 
they, had embraced, the liberal principles ; such discon- 
tinuance of exchanges bad become general, but without 
animosity, or denunciation.* The reason of the discon- 
tinuance was doubtless well understood, and by judicious* 
ministers, of the two different denominations referred to, 
it was declared to be a good and sufficient reason. 

* Ministers of the liberal principles, about this time, associated; by th* 
same of '' The Unitarian Association.'' 



\ 



The first notice of dissatisfaction with the ministry, c^^ 
of disaffection to the minister of the parish, was expressed 
in a. memorial, signed by a considerable number of the 
parishioners, dated July 9, 1827, and presented to the 
pastor on the 20lh of the same mouth. That the excite- 
ment which induced this measure was very recent, ap- 
pears from the memorial itself. 

" The order, peace, and harmony," say the memorialists, " with 
which yotir church and society have walked together for the long 
period of thirty five years, are matter of grateful recollection to those 
of your subscribers, who have, from your introduction to them until 
the present time, listened to your instructions, and are alike honora- 
ble to you, end to those who have attended your ministrations at the 
altar. Your memorialists feel that this state of things is giving way 
to disaffection and disunion." .... In the conclusion of the 
memorial, they say, " the subscribers, impelled by duty, and influ- 
enced by the desire of promoting the happiness and the best interests 
of you and your parishioners, join in recommending to you a return 
to that liberal system of professional exchanges, which you formerly 
practised, and in requesting you to exchange a reasonable proportion 
of the time with such respectable clergymen of liberal sentiments in 
this vicinity, as have heretofore been admitted into your pulpit, and 
with others of similar character."* 

To this memorial the pastor on the 27th of July, gave 
the following answer. 

brethren and Friends, 

I have attended to your memorial with the thought and care, 
which my regard to its subscribers and the importance of the subject 
required ; and " for this cause have bowed my knees to God" for 
light and guidance. Conscious of having sought the peace, as well 
as the religious improvement and salvation of the church and people 
of my pastoral charge during a ministry of thirty five years, and 
equally conscious that there is no change either in my desire or aim 
still to promote their peace and welfare, I could not but be concerned 
at an occurrence which seemed to have an unfavorable aspect upon 
both. On receiving the first notice of the circulation of a memorial, 
I thought, and still think, that an interview with your pastor, before 
any paper had been drawn up and names solicited for it, would have 
been more favorable to truth and peace. It might havie prevented 
one mistake, at least, in your memorial, which, with the remark 
fobjoined to it, is adapted to excite an unkindly influence. The 
passage I refer to, is what; you say, ** was sometime since heard by 
you with regret," concerning my " determination not to permit the 
introduction of men of liberal religious sentiments to my pulpit." 
Such a determination I never uttered ; and tiiie remark sut^oioed, 

— ' — ■ ■ ■ ■ — ■ — -- — . ■■ ■ — — 

* The papers and documents are of too great length to be published here, 
entire : but nothing that has an important bearing upon the case, on either 
tide or the question, is intentionally omitted. 




cmicerning the light In which such ministers ** were henceforth to' be 
eonsidered," I never made. 

If the object of the memorial is, to introduce principles greatly at 
variance with those of your own minister into the ministrations of 
the sanctuary, you will indulge me in candidly presenting to you the 
difficulties and dangers, that would be apprehended from so diversi- 
fied and indefinite a course of public service. 

There are ministers designated as liberal, who %re decidedly of the 
opinion, that an exchange with ministers of the original principles oC 
tiiie New England churches is not advisable. 

Such exchanges have been sometimes found unacceptable and 
injurious. Exception has been taken to a discourse, delivered by a 
minister of preeminent character for theological learning and talents, 
orthodoxy and charity, on an exchange with a minister denominated 
liberal ; and the preacher has been interrogated upon the subject in 
the broad aisle, before he had left the church in which he had per- 
formed the service. 

Ministers and churches denominated liberal, no less than those of 
most other denominations, appear to consider it neither useful nor 
expedient, to have very diverse and opposite doctrines delivered to 
those who compose their stated religious assemblies. The subject of 
ministerial intercourse is believed to be uniformly left to the discre^ 
tion of the pastors, who are, or ought to be, the^hestjudge s of w h^ 
is profitable for their hearei^ and who, as having a high personal 
respon^ilily, are buiriitT religiously to determine what is right and 
consistent for themselves. 

Precedents, whether in civil or ecclesiastical concerns, are nok 
farther obligatory, than the cases and circumstances are the same, or 
so similar as to present a fair evidence of an obligation to regard ^ 
them. The religious principles now avowed by many churches and / 
ministers, it is well known, are essentially, or very widely, different ( 
from those- which were held by the same churches and their minis^ \ 
ters thirty years ago ; and this difference has become more j^trikingly- / 
apparent within the last few years. / 

Ministers and churches of both these descriptions may beliere,, 
that an interchange of public services, where the principles are 
known, or believed, to be greatly at variance, would be generally 
unprofitable, often dangerous, and, not unfrequently, injurious. The 
pulpit, it might be feared, would become a place of controversy, or 
of such diversity of doctrine, as would tend to produce either skepti-. 
cism, or an indifference to all religion. 

The responsibility of a minister extends to his entire ministry^ ^ 
Men of the legal profession know it to be a m.axim in Law, " He that ) 
does by another, does by himself." It is alike true in the Gospel. I 
Were a Christian minister to *e' knowingly and willingly instrumen- j 
tal to the introduction of religious principles which he believes to be / 
dangerous to the souls of his people ; — should any thus perish by hi&^ 
means,' their blood would be required at his hand. 

The principles upon which this church and congregation were 
originally settled, and which have been uniformly maintained, are 
essentially the same as those of the first churches of New England i 
and these are the principles which I held and taught at the time ojlf' 
my settlement here, and which I have Dever ^und reason to altei;. 

1* 



With these views and convictions of troth and duty, I persuade 
myself that you will considef^my Reply with the same candor with 
which 1 endeavored to consider yuur Memorial ; and that you will 
allow your minister the same liberty of conscience, which he allows 
you. This persuasion you authorize me to feel, by tiie respectful, 
kind, and friendly style and manner of your address, and by the 
assurance you give me, that you " disclaim any right or wish to ^ 
dictate to me in regard to my (/wn religious sentiments," and that 
you are " actuated by friendly, affectionate and Christian regard" to 
me, and " should be most unwilling to wound my sensibility, or to 
interfere with my convictions of duty, or rights of conscience." 

This first adverse occurrence, of serious moment, in ray ministry, ^ 
reminds me of my Ordination vows. These " vows are upon me;" 
and it will he my endeavor to perform* them. It will be my 
desire and aim to " love the truth and peace," and to be assiduous to 
preserve both among the people of my pastoral care ; to " speak the 
^th in love," and to prove myself faithful to my divine Master : 
** For we preach not ourselves, but Christ Jesus the Lord, and our- 
selves your servants for Jesus' sake." 

I am, Brethren and Friends, 

Your afiectionate pastor, 

A.HOLMES. 
Cambridge, July 27, 1827. 

A reply to the preceding answer was sent to the pastor, 
Toted by the memorialists, and signed by a committee of 
their appointment on th^2d of October, 1827. 

The memorialists express their " doubt and dissatisfac- 
tion" with the answer of the pastor to their memorial to be 
such, as ** renders it expedient that we state to you clearly 
and fully our doubts and objections, that you may under- 
stand OOT views and intentions, and have a fair opportu- 
nity to remove those doubts, aiid answer those objections." 
And now, for the first time, a wide and important diffe- 
rence between the religious principles of the pastor and 
of many of his parishioners is distinctly declared, and the 
wish and aim of the memorialists to have tlieir religious 
principles introduced into his pulpit. ** It is undoubtedly 
true," they affirm, " that there is a difference between 
yoo, Sir, and a majority of your parishioners, in some 
important religious theories, and this difference, in a great, 
degree, is coeval with your ordination in this parish:* It 

• How such a difference, never before heard of by the pastor or the oldest 
of his parishioners, is consistent with the unequivocal testimony given in the 
first memorial to •' ihe order, peace and harmony with which your church and 
society have walked together for the long period of thirty five years," aa 
'* mattec of grateful recollection to those oT your subscribers, who have from 
Ihe timd of^our introduction 4o them until the present lime listened to your 



appears to us extremely improbable, that this difference 
in theory will be diminished, as we have heard you, and 
those who agree with you, or who appear to be approved 
by you, advocate the theories, to which we are opposed, 
without feeling the least inclination to alter our own^ reli- 
gious opinions, relating to the subjects on which we differ. 
Great and numerous disadvantages, in a fnoral and reli- 
gious view, must result from a decided difference and 
constant conflict of theory between a preacher and hi« 
hearers. When parishioners assemble for public worshfp, 
if there be a great conflict of principle between them and 
their preacher, devotion is prevented, or interrupted, and 
their minds are less engaged in devotional exercises, than 
in efforts to support their own theories and to disprove* 
those which they hear from the pulpit. If the preacher 
and his auditors are much opposed to each other in their 
theology, they cannot harmonize with him in public 
worship, while he is constantly <lelivering and laboring to 
establish opinions which they fully believe to be contra- 
dictory to reason or revelation, or to one another, and 
their minds are gradually alienated from him, and they 
either neglect attendance on the public exercises of reli- 
gion, or seek some other moral and religious instructor, 
with whom they find it practicable to agree." .... 
" The difference between some of your religious theories 
and those of the memorialists,^ is real, sincere, and deep- 
rooted ; it has existed • many years ; and there is the 
highest probability, that it will continue, and great reason, 
from present appearances to believe, that, instead of 
diminishing, it will increase, especially, if yoUr theories 
and practice hereafter should be more rigid, thaii thej 
were the first thirty years of your ministry here." . . . 
Liberty of conscience is here strenuously insisted upon by 
the memorialists, and the exercise of that liberty by the 
pastor, in this diversity of principles, it is contended, ought 
not to interfere with that of his parishioners. They say, 
in conclusion :. " however great the differences between 
you and us in moral and religious theories, we have a 
perfect confidence in the rectitude of your intentions. 

instructions/' SzJc. is not perceived. Had such a difference been coeval with 
the pastoi*'s settlement in this parish, it would seem strange that he continued 
here for a single year ; and even his settlement, sio^larly harmonioui as it 
was, would appear unaccountable. 
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We hope, Sir, that yonr further examination of the su! 
jects above submitted to you, will produce in your min 
the conviction, that our request is right,, and that you 
confi>rming to it will subserve the greatest good." 

To this communication the pastor on the 17th of N< 
rember, made the following reply. 

Brethren and Friends, 

In my reply to your first memorial, I am not conscious of havii 
given occasion for the remarks and strictures in your second. Wh: 
ever may be the present difference, between me and a part of n 
parishioners, " in some important reHgious theories," 1 am at a Ic 
to conjecture, on what ground you allege, that " this difference \i 
great degree is coeval with my ordination in this parish." T 
.church and society, with the knowledge of my religious principl^ 
were remarkably unanimous in inviting me to become their minist^ 
It was this unanimity, which more clearly than any thing el^^ 
indicated to me my duty to accept the invitation. It was thii 
which encouraged me to undertake the difficult and laboriout 
work of the nnnistry in this place ; and the remembrance of this 
unanimity at that tim«, and an uncommon degree of it in con- 
tinuance, with correspondent tokens of affection, have constantly 
lightened its labors, and encouraged me in the performance oj 
its duties. Although my religious principles have been uniformly 
retained and expressed, from the time of my settlement to this day, 
there has been no expression to me of dissatisfaction with them, until 
the reception of your Memorial. Had there been any considerable 
change in my own principles, or had I manifested a desire and aim, 
to have very different principles introduced into the pulpit ; those 
members of the Church and Society who held to the principles upon 
which 1 was settled, would have had just cause to complain, that I 
had departed from the terms virtually implied in the contract at my 
settlement. If the memorial had shown, that there has been no 
considerable change, in the religious principles of the pastors of the 
churches with whom we have been associated, compared with those 
of their predecessors thirty years ago, it might have been of weight ; 
but since tliis change is known to be so great, as to form anothei 
denomination in distinction from the former — a distinction which ia 
becoming more and more apparent — the case is essentially altered. 
If it had shown that the ministers of our denomination, who preach 
in our pulpit, have " altered their theological theories at least as 
much as the clergy usually denominated liberal have theii*s," it 
might have had a bearing on the case ; but, as this is not attempted 
to be shown, but merely an opinion given, that " the clergy of oui 
denomination" have thus altered their theories, this opinion affects 
not the argument. 

It were needless to discuss here ** the rights of conscience," since 
neither of us deny them. Were I conscious of having ever denied oi 
attempted to abridge those rights, I might perceive the pertinency o: 
what is urged upon that subject. It is more to the purpose, to proceed 
to the consideration of the Memorial, which I had supposed to be 
answered without ambiguity — if just conclusions had been drawn b\ 



the Memorialists from phio and penpicuoos premises. By your last 
communication it appears, that you ** are desirous of hearing those 
suhjects and theories" upon which ministers " differ from one 
another," " fuUy apd dispassionately discussed, that you may know 
the whole of those subjects, and all the facts and arguments relating 
thereto, and may consider them fully, before making your ulti- 
mate decision." Were the object of the memorial, as thus dis- 
tinctly stated, to be kept in view in the^exchanges of ministers who 
differ fromv each other in religious principles, it would be incumbent 
on us, instead of considering how nearly we agree ^ to consider how 
widely we differ on some important subjects ; and not merely to 
acquiesce in the preaching of doctrines very different from our own, 
but to request, or advise, ifhX very course of preaching. Now 
against the utility or safety of silch diversity of preaching, in the 
same pufpit, not only do the reasons which I have already presented 
to you, remain in full force in my own view, but they are decisive in 
the view of some, at least, of those ministers denominated liberal,^ 
whom you and 1 respect and esteem. I observed to you, that there 
are ministers of that denomination, who are decidedly of the opinion 
that exchanges, where there is so great a difference in religious sen- 
timents, are not advisable. I now say farther that there are ministers 
of that description, whose declared judgment is, that a minister 
ought not to bring forward in another's pulpit, doctrines known to 
be at variance with those statedly delivered there by the pastor of 
the church. The principle therefore upon which the (memorial is 
grounded, would alike embarrass your own minister, and some of 
that class of ministers with whom, upon your principle, yOu would, 
desire an exchange. 

Were I to make the proposed exchanges on the principle of the 
memorial, with a mutual understanding, that the doctrines which I 
neither preach nor believe are desired or expected to be preached on 
such occasions ; you will readily perceive, that I should not only 
deviate from the common and most approved usages of ministers 
and churches of all denominations, but disregard the very reasons, 
which I before assigned to you, as satis^ctory to ministers of very 
different theological principles, against such exchanges. For tfao^ 
reasons and others, omitted here, I must refer you to my for^ier 
answer. The reasons are in my mind conclusive, and they appear to 
have weight in yours. " Great," you observe, " and numerous dis- 
advantages, must result from a decided difference and constant 
conflict betweei^ a preacher and his hearers. Devotion is prevented 
or interrupted, and their minds are less engaged in devotional exer- 
cises, than in efforts to support their own theories and to disprove 
those which they hear from the pulpit." Would not such disadvan- 
tages and many others result from a continual conflict between the 
stated pastor and those who should preach in his pulpit I I firmly 
believe they would ; — and from the regard which you have been 
pleased to express for my convictions of duty, and rights of con- 
science, I presume you will neither ask nor expect me to do what 
neither my judgment will approve, nor my conscience fillow. 

With your rights of conscience, brethren and friends, I have never 
meant.nor do f mean to interfere. You well know that ^ar from 
dictating to my hearers what they most believe, I merely present to 
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them, what I believe Ho be scriptural truths, inculcating it upc^.^ 
tiiem, to /search tha Scriptures for themselves, to compare what ^ 
preached with the Word of God, and " to be ready to give an answ ^^' 
to every one that asketh a reason" pf their faith and hope. As th^^^ 
is the duty of every hearer so it is the duty of every preacher of t^^ 
Word. " If any man speak, let him Bpeak as the oracles of Goc^.-" 
A minister of the Gospel is solemnly bound to study the Scriptures 
tdiligently, to expound them clearly, and to apply them faithfully, 
** as of the abiUty which God giveth, commending himself to every 
man's conscience in the sight of God." This has been, and by the 
grace of God shall be my aim in " this ministry." The apostolical 
precept is binding upon me and uppn' every minister of Christ: 
*• Take heed to thyself, and to thy ddctrine ; continue in them ; for 
ki doing this thou shalt both save thyself, and them that hear thee." 
By any other course, I could not reasonably expect to save either. 
As therefore T regard your salvation, or my own, I must observe this 
pTece.pt. " Necessity is laid upoA me, yea wo is unto me if I preach 
not the gospel" according to my understanding of it. Nor does my 
responsibility stop here. It extends to the ministrations performed 
ifi my place, through my voluntary agency. 

Believing therefore, as I do believe, that neither the unity and 
peace, nor the moral and religious interests of the church and 
society, would be promoted by the proposed diversity of preaching, 
but on ^he contrary the most unhappy diyisions and the most inju- 
rious effects to the present and probably to future generations, I 
cannot, either as your minister, or as your friend, be accessory to it. 
As far as it is consistent with *' holding faith and a good conscience," 
I would become ** all things to all men, that I may by all means save 
some." If I seem to disregard the wishes or the taste of my hearers, 
k is because I am more desirous to save than to please them. Noi 
can I ever forget the solemn declaration of an apostle — indelibl} 
impressed upon my mind in the text, and by the discourse upon it a^ 
my ordination, *' For if I yet pleased men, I should not be the ser- 
vant of Christ." 

Gratefully remembering the assurance you have given me, that 
you " should be most unwilling to interfere with my convictions of 
duty," I persuade myself that on mature reflection, you will ask of 
me no greater pledge than that which I gave to this church and 
people when they were committed to my pastoral care. This I am 
ready to renew, and do now renew, ^as in the presence of God, to 
whom I must soon give an account of my ministry. 

" ComTnending you to God and to the word of his grace, which is 
able to build you up," and praying that we may mutually endeavor 
to keep the unity of the spirit in the bond of peace, I am, brethreo 
and friends, Your friend and servant in the gospel, 

A. HOLMES. 
Cambridge, Nov. 17, 1827. 

The first meeting of the parish m relation to this sub- 
ject was holden on the 7th of January, 1828, when the 
£)ilowing votes were passed : 

I. That this parish re(|i!est the Rev. Dr. Holmes, the pastor of said 
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^larish, to exchange 9. reasonably proportion of the time with eueh 
respectable clergymen of the liberal denomination, as are now pas-' 
tors of the religious societies with which the religious society, in this 
parish has been associated,* 

2. That this parish request the Rev. Dr. Holmes to reject Dr. 
Watts's Psalms and Hymns, and to substitute therefor, and to use, 
the Collection of Psalms and Hymns now uSed in the chapel of Har> 
vard University. 

8. That this parish (if the last mentioned Collection of Psalms and 
Hymns should be substituted as aforesaid) will authorize the parish 
committee, at the expense of the parish, to purchase an adequate 
number of the same to supply the Rev. Dr. Holmes, and the sing^ 
m^ seats, and any poor parishioners, wbo are unable to purchase. 

4. That this parish will invite such respectable clergymen of the 
liberal denomination, as are now pastors of the religious societies, 
with which the religious society in this parish has been heretofore 
associated, to preach in the meeting-house of this parish, at such 
times as shall not interfere with any parochial religious exercise now 
established and held in said meeting- house, and will appoint a com* 
mittee to present the vote of invitation to said clergymen in behalf 
of the parish, and if such invitation be accepted, to appoint and agree 
upon the time of their preaching in said meeting-house, and to make 
the same known to the inhabitants of said parish, and to make afl 
necessary and convenient arrangements therefor. 

6. That a committee of five persons, to be nominated by the Modn 
erator, be chosen to carry the last mentioned vote into effect.t 

At this meeting a remonstrance, of which the following 
is an abstract^ was presented against the then proposed 
measures, by sundry of the parishioners, for the following 
reasons: — Because, Dr. Holmes was settled by the unani* 
mous vote of the church and people — -'Because, the re- 
cent disaffection was from the doctrines taught by him« ' 
fully known to be held by him at the time of his settle- 
ment, an'd uniformly inculcated by him ever since^ — 
Because, unless restricted by agreement, ministers have 
a right to regulate their ministrations in regard to ex« 
changes — Because, in relation to the exchange of Psalms 

* Ther^ has been no such association with the religious societiet in tht 
vicinity of Cambridge. 

t By these articles, specifically stated in the warrant for the parish meet- 
ing, the final aim of the parishioners, who called for the meeting, may be 
fauly inferred. It appears not to have been their/ intention to stop at mode- 
rate concessions, if made, respecting exchanges. Their vote, at this firsi 
meeting, to invite ministers of the liberal denomination to preach in the 
meeting house of this parish, shows how fast they would have proceeded in 
their innovations upon the principles and usages of the church and societj^. 
The invited ministers knew better what belongs to pastoral rijghts and privi- 
leges, and wh4t would be an infraction of order and peace m the commu-^ 
my } and would not come. 
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and Hymns, no previous consultation had been held 
the pastor or church, nor any proposed in the warran 
committee, or otherwise, hut a naked proposition ma< 
introduce the collection used in Harvard Universit 
collection, of recent publication, not known to pasto. 
church, or many of the congregation. 

At this meeting the correspondence between the 
vidual memorialists of the parish and Dr. Holmes 
introduced. The first memorial to him having been ] 
a request was made that the answer of Dr. Holmes si 
also be read. This was objected to on the ground, 
the correspondence was voluminous and would tak 
too much time. The moderator having overruled ^ 
question of reading the answer, an appeal was rr%^ 
from this decision, to the meeting ; and it was voted cd 
the answer should not be read ; the meeting, thus, pi 
ferring to act in ignorance of Dr. Holmes's answer, rath 
than with a knowledge of it. Nearly as much time w 
consumed in debating the question, as it would have tak< 
to have read the correspondence ; and the objection 
Yoluminousness would not apply to Dr. H — 's part of tl 
correspondence. i 

Other measures were adopted unfriendly to libei 
discussion, particularly the sustaining of a call for tl 
previous question, which precluded further debate. 

The votes of the parish were communicated by tl 
parish clerk to the pastor, who made the following repl 

To the First Parish in Cambridge* 

The parish cTerk some time since gave me a copy of certain vott 
passed at a parish meeting on the 7th of January. Tliat raeeti: 
having been dissolved, and no persons appearing to be authorize 
either to confer with me on the subjects voted upon, or to recei 
^any communication from me, I have been at a loss to know when, or 
whom, to return you an answer. This is written, that, when the prop 
time and opportunity shall occur, it may be communicated to }'ou. 

Upon the vote, requesting me " to exchange a reasonable propc 
tion of the time with such respectable clergymen of the liberal d 
nomination, as are now pastors of the religious societies with whi 
the religious society in this parish has been associated," — I won 
respectfully observe to you, that a similar request was made to t 
some time since by certain memorialists, to Whom I gave what 
thought should he regarded as a clear and satisfactory answi 
Anomer memorial, however, was presented to me, repeating tl 
same request, but carried to a greater extent, at least more explicit 
decUring a desire to have doctrines, oo important subjects, at vai 
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ance with and opposed to the doctrines held and preached by your 
present pastor and his predecessors, introduced into our pulpit by 
ministers of a different denomination. This second ~ memorial was 
also answered. In both were assigned reasons against the measure, 
derived from a sense of personal responsibility, ministerial consis- 
tency, and pastoral fidelity, and from a regard to all the dearest and 
best interests of the church and society. 

Understanding that the first memorial was read in the parish meet- 
ing, but neither of my answers, and believing that the parish, as 
such, have not known my views of the subject ; I respectfully refer 
you to the answers I have already given — a copy of which, if not fur- 
nished you by the memorialists, will be promptly furnished by myself. 
• In the mean time, I have availed myself of the late recurrence of 
the anniversary of my installation — an anniversary which I have uni- 
formly observed in a similar manner — to present to the people of my 
pastoral charge, and to myself, such truths and duties, as I believed 
might be for our mutual improvement. On this occasion, I felt it In- 
cumbent upon me to let the whole assembly of worshippers know — 
what many of them might not otherwise have known — whal were 
the principles upon which this church was originally founded, arid 
what were the principles of its ministers, during the long succession 
of nearly two hundred years. The original principles of the church, 
I endeavored to show, from authentic sources of evidence, have been 
maintained here with remarkable uniformity during the whole period, 
inclusive of the thirty six years of my own ministry. 

The reasons for not departing from our principles, or introducing^ 
into the ministrations of the sanctuary the principles of an^ denomi- 
nation of ministers, known and avowed to be very different from and 
opposed to our own, m&y be seen in the papers to which I have re- 
ferred you. To those papers I ask your serious and candid attention, 
in the persuasion, that, whether you consider the reasons there 
ofTered, which respect my pastoral duties and rights of conscience, 
or those which respect your best interests as a church and society, 
you will allow them to be sufficient to justify me in declining'' to 
accede to a proposal, which, in my apprehension, and in the judg- 
ment of a large and respectable part of the parish, interferes with 
those duties, and rights, and interests. 

Upon the vote, requesting me " to reject Dr. Watts's Psalms and 
Hymns, now used, and to substitute therefor, and to use, the collec- 
tion of Psalms and Hymns now used in the chapel of Harvard Uni- 
versity " — I would observe, that the rejection of a version, so highly 
approved in most of our churches, and so deliberately and harmoni- 
ously introduced into our own, and the introduction of a collection, 
unknown to a great part of the church and society, as well as to the 
pastor, without a reason assigned for the exchange, would, I appre- 
hend, be irregular, unprecedented, and unjustifiable. The version 
now used, was introduced aome years since, by the concurrence of 
the church, and society, and the pastor. Without such concurrence, 
and especially in opposition to the declared opinion and wishes of a 
large and respectable part of the church and parish, neither my judg- 
ment nor my conscience will allow me to reject the present version 
for another. Your's respectfully, 

Cambridge, 7th February, 1828. A. HOLMES. 

2 



14 

At a subsequent parish meeting on the 5th of April, 
1828, the following votes were passed : 

Voted, That this parish do request the Rev. Dr. Holmes, the 
pastor of said parish, to consent to the election &nd settleilSient hy said 
parish of such a colleague as shall be satisfactory to said parish, to 
co-operate with him in the performance of the duties of a public 
teacher of piety, religion and morality, in said parish. 

Voted, That this parish do request Uie Rev. Dr. Holmes, the pastor 
of said parish, to assent to an invitation by said parish to such clergy- 
men as they may elect to invite to preach in the meeting-house o( 
said parish, on the Sabbath, not exceeding one half the time. 

Vothd, That this parish do request the Rev. Dr. Holmes, the 
pastor of said parish, to assent to an Invitation by said parish to any 
clergymen whom they may elect to invite to deliver lectures in the 
{\iulpit of the meeting-house of said parish, at such times as the said 
parish may appoint. 

Voted, That a Committee of six be chosen by ballot to present to 
the Rev. Dr. Holmes a copy of record of the doings of said meeting, 
and to request his answer thereto^ with power to treat with him on 
any incidental questions that may arise. 

A remonstrance, of which the following is an abstract, 
was offered by sundry parishioners^ against the proposed 
measures, for these amongst other reasons : 

Because a tax levied for the support of two competent 
teachers of piety, religion and morality would be illegal— 
Because the incumbent in office was fully competent to 
discharge all his ministerial and parochial duties, and had, 
in fact, of late, been uncommonly devoted in supplying 
personally his pulpit — Because of the unnecessary ex- 
pense to the parish. 

To the second and third articles in the Warrant the 
objections, offered to the first, were said to apply with 
equal force. 

The votes of the parish were communicated by the 
committee to the pastor ; who on the 11th of April made 
the fc^lowing reply : 

To .'the First Parish in Cambridge, 

Had the grounds and reasons of your vote to request me to consent 
to your election and settlement of a colleague, been stated to me, 1 
might have been enabled to form a more competent judgment 
respecting my firesent duty. The request, as it is presented to me 
unsupported by any assigned reason, leaves me to the consideratioc 
of it with no other light than what is derived from preceding transac* 
lions. In those transactions there is no allusion whatever* to the 
present proposal, which, made as it is without consultation or cob- 
Terence with your pastor, subjects him to the necessity — unprece* 
dented, it is believed, in a case of such solemn and mutual concern— 
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of judging and answering for himself alone. But he has devoutly 
and importunately sought divine light and gui4ance ; and it will be 
his aim to give an answer which his own conscience will approve, 
and which, he trusts, will commend itself to every man's conscience 
in the sight of God. 

The design of the introduction of a colleague, so far as I can per- 
ceive, must be, either to. co-operate with your present pastor in the 
maintenance of the same religious principles which he has maintained 
during his whole ministry ; or, to attempt to co-operate with him in 
the maintenance of different principles, and a different course of min- 
istrations. If the design were to have an harmonious co-operation, 
such as would ** become -the gospel of Christ," and tend, with a 
divine blessing, to promote truth and piety, unity and peace.; your 
pastor might reasonably have expected the expression of such a de- 
sign, in which his feelings, his cares, and his labors, must be inti- 
mately and deeply concerned^ If the design were, to have a col- 
league to co-operate with bim in the maintenance of such religious 
principles, as neither this church, nor any of its ministers, have ev^r 
maintained — a co-operation, which« instead of being harmonious, 
would be necessarily discordant— ^your pastor might still have justly 
expected to be made acquainted with tha^ design. Were an harmo** 
nious co-operation intended, had the necessity or expediency of set- 
tling a colleague been made to appear, your pastor might have been 
able to give an answer to mutual satisfaction ; on the contrary sup- 
position, neither his judgment, nor his conscience, would allow him 
to consent to a measure, aUke hostile to his own peace and useful- 
ness, and, as he solemnly believes, to kll your best interests for this 
world and the next. 

Without the knowledge of the grounds and reasons of the request, 
ind in opposition to the declared judgment and wishes of a large and 
respectable proportion of my parishioners, I cannot consent to the 
election and settlement of a colleague. Nor can I, for the same 
reasons, give my assent to a division of the services of the sabbath 
with ministers, whom I may neither know, nor approve. 

An arrangement having been already made, and a committee au- 
thorized, to invite clergymen to deliver lectures in our meeting- 
house,, without consultation or conference with your pastor, he is 
precluded from giving or withholding his assent to a measure, which 
would be discountenanced by all the courtesies of society, and which 
is at variance with all the established usages of christian churches 
and people. 

With due respect and regard^ 

A. HOLMES, Pastor. 
Cambridge, April 11, 1828. 

At a parish meeting ^n the 17th of May, a communi- 
cation from the pastor, in relation to the votes of the 
parish on the 5th of April last, waa^read, and ordered to 
be placed on the files of the parish papers. A remon* 
strance, signed by William Hilliard, Esq. and others, 
against the objects and proceedings of this meeting being 
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offered, and heard, it was voted that the same be plac 
upon the files of the parish papers. At this meeting 
was voted, 

That this parish do request the Rev. Dr. Holmes to discontii 
the public eveninfr lectures in the meeting-house of said parish, ; 
in said parish, by clergymen of the Calvinistic denomination : 

That this parish do request the Rev. Dr. Holmes to discontii 
his exchanges with clergymen of the Calvinistic denomination : 

That this parish do request the Rev. Dr. Holmes, in case he a. 
not comply with the requests in the preceding votes, to ask a ^5^ ^ 
missal from his office of pastor of said parish. . ^^ ^ 

Sundry inhabitants remonstrated, at this meeti^.^^ 
against the proposed measures, for the following, amon^^^ 
other reasons. Because, as they say, " an attempt to 
prohibit a number of individuals, within the parish, as- 
sembling with their pastor (and that, too,'without encroach- 
ing upon the legal rights of the parish at all) for the 
. purpose of attending upon a course of moral and' religious 
^ instruction derived from the word of God, appears to your 
remonstrants an alarming stretch of power in a majority 
of uplifted hands against the minority.''* 

Because an attempt, as by the 3d article, to control 
the minister's right of exchanges with <5lergymen of his 
own sentiments, " could only be equalled by a request, 
that he should preach, not what he might believe, but 
what his parish might see fit to dictate to him." 

A committee was appointed to receive the answer of 
the pastor to the proceedings of this meeting, with autho- 
rity to confer with him, should he desire such conference, 
in relation to'' the subject matter of the preceding votes, 
and the acts of the parish in reference to the same. 
These votes were communicated to the pastor on the 
I9th of May, and on the 3ist he gave the following 
reply: 

lb the First Parish in Cambridge. 

The parish Clerk has communicated to me your votes, requesting 
jne " to discontinue the public exercise of evening lectures in the 
meeting-house, and in the parish, by men of the Calvinistic denomi- 
nation ; and to discontinue my exchanges with clergymen of the 
Calvinistic denomination." 

Calvinistic, like many other terms by which Christians of different 
religious principles are mean( to be distinguished, is often very errone- 

*The sabbath evening meetings alone were holden in the house belonging 
to the parish, and these in aknount not oftener than once a fortnight. 
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ously and unjustly apjdied to ministers and churches. Supposing you 
to mean by ** Calvinistic" that denomination of Christians who hold to 
t^e great principles of the Protestant Reformation — not in every par- 
ticular, perhaps, as they 'were held by that eminent Reformer, ** whose 
praise is in all the churches" — but coinciding with him, generally, as 
with the other principal Reformers, in the reception of doctrines which 
they believe to be script^ural and rational ; — there appears no reason 
why men^of this denomination should -be excluded from us. Chris- 
tians of that denomination profess the same general principles of 
religion which have been professed by the purest churches in Chris- 
tendom — I mean, the Reformed churchesof Holland, of Switzerland, 
of Geneva, of France, the Church of EnglancI, the Church of Scot- 
land, and the first churches of New England. How a minister 
holding those principles, and uniformly maintaining them in a long 
ministry in connexion with a church originally formed and settled 
upon those very principles, and never professedly nor actually re- 
nouncing them, can consistently, or honestly, withhold an exchange 
of stated or occasional services with ministers of that denomination, 
I cannot perceive. 

The general principles professed by the Reformed churches are 
the very principles upon which the First Church in Cambridge was 
ori^nally formed and settled, and which ^neither this church, nor its 
minister, have renounced, during the long period of nearly two 
hundred years. Were I to discontinue my exchanges with ministers 
of these principles, or to cease to avail myself of their occasional 
services, at suitable times and places, as the state and circumstances 
of the church and people might appear to require ; I should act in 
opposition to my judgment and conscience, and could not feel myself 

i'ustifiable in the sight of God or man. After the assurance yirhich I 
lad received^ from the memoriaFists, that they " should be most un- 
willing to interfere with my convictions of duty, or rights of con- 
^ science," it could not reasonably have been expected that I should 
so soon afterward be presented with requests which are a direct and 
palpable interference with both. 

As the last vote, making a still farther request, rises out of the two 
previous votes, and has a sole reference to the answer that should be 
given to (he requests there made, and those votes being grounded on 
principles which, I apprehend, must appear to every unprejudiced 
mind to be as unreasonable as they are unprecedented ; allow me to 
say, it could hardly have been expected by those making the requesti 
that it should be complied with. A compliance with this request, 
upon such principles, would, in my view, be not indefensible merely, 
but highly culpable. It wduld be a desertion of those of the Society 
who accord with me and my predecessors of this church and parish in 
religious principles, and who have solemnly protested against the 
procedure. It would be a desertion of my divine Master; and I 
could not answer to him for such a dereliction, for " I am Under the 
law to Christ.'* It would be a desertion of this beloved church, 
which has been committed to my pastoral care ; and I could not 
answer for such dereliction to the church, or to ** the Shepherd and 
Bishop of our souls." It would be a baneful precedent, tending ta 
unsettle the ri^ts, and to disturb the order, of churches and parishes. 
It would tend to discourage young meo of talents and piety from 

2* 
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entering into the christian ministry, and ihus injariously aflect the 
best interests of the civil and christian community. It would serve 
to break down the institutions of public instruction and of united 
social worship, introduced by our wise and pious forefathers, and 
most successfully maintained in New England to tlie present day. 

In this view of the subject, 1 am constrained to say, that a compli- 
ance with requests inconsistent with my religious principles and 
ordination vows, and, in my apprehension, prejudicial to the ultimate 
good of the parish itself, cannot reasonably be expected on your part, 
nor acceded to on my own. 

I am yours respectfully, 

Cambridge, May 31, 1828. A. HOLMES. 

Before another parish meeting was called, this answer 
having been, in some way, divulged by the committee, a 
paper, subscribed by a number of parishioners, and -dated 
2d August, 1828, was presented to the pastor on the 
subject of the ]ast parish votes, and the answer to them. 
It comprised 28 folio pages. Unofficial as it is, a sketch 
of its object and character is subjoined : 

'* We think it expedient," said the subscribers, " to 
express to you our objections to that answer, and the 
reasons of the dissatisfaction, which it has excited in our 
minds. . . On reflection, we approve both the votes and 
the principles on which they are founded." It was prin- 
cipally a dissertation upon the principles of Calvinism, 
and upon the Protestant Reformation, with severe strict- 
ures upon both, and upon the Reformer from whos< 
name the term Calvinistic is derived. The rights o 
conscience are again insisted upon ; and it is alleged 
that, on a just view of the subject, " the rights claimed' 
by the subscribing parishioners *' do not, in the leas 
possible degree, interfere with the pastor's rights of con 
science." A hope is expressed, in the conclusion, tha 
the pastor would '^ seriously, impartially and critical]] 
reconsider the past transactions" between him and ; 
majority of his parishioners ; and that he may, " in con- 
sequence, make such decision as shall be satisfactory tc 
all concerned and promotive of their best interests." 

To this paper the pastor, on the 9th of August, madr 
the following reply : 

J\> the subscribers to a paper of the 2dinst, eommunieated by i 

Committee, ■ 

The votes of the parish of the 1 7th of May having requested 
to exclude ministers of the " Calvinistic denomination" from 
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public services, I stated in my answer what I suppoped to be meant 
by those words. If that be not the meaning, the words are, to me, 
unintelligible. I need only say, it is not the character of the Re- 
former, that is here in question, nor what can be said for, or against^ 
the principles of the Reformation ; nor is it the question. Whether 
the principles of our church are founded on the opinions of any man, 
or body of men ; for it is certain, that they were originally, and are 
still, professedly believed on the authority of the Bible. All chris- 
tian churches and religious societies, it is taken for granted, have 
some professed principles of religion. When a minister has become 
settled in a church and society upon their own professed principles, 
he himself preferring them, he is unquestionably at liberty to change 
his own principles, if he see just cause ; but, in that case, he can no 
longer claim to be their minister. His parishioners also have un- 
questionably the same liberty ; but, in case of their change, they 
cannpt reasonably claim the introduction of their diverse and opposite 
principles into his ministry. 

My answer to the votes of the parish is grounded on the obligation 
I feel myself under to the cjiurch and parish, by our mutual engage- 
ment$, and by my ordination vows ; and I request the parish com- 
mittee to communicate it to the parish, with the best wishes for its 
peace and welfare, and the sincere regards of 

its affectionate pastor, 

A. HOLMES, 

Cambridge, August 9, 1828. 

At a parish meeting held on the 22d of December, 
1828, a communication from the pastor, bearing date 
May 31, 1828, in relation to the votes of the parish of 
May 17, was read, and ordered to be placed on the files 
of the parish papers. 

The following preamble and motion were adopted and 

passed : 

Whereas the Rev. Dr. Holmes for more than thirty years after his ^ 
settlement as pastor over the First parish in Cambridge — following 
the example of his immediate predecessors in said officer— was in the 
practice of frequent liberal and impartial exchanges with clergymen 
of the congregational order, — but within three years last past has 
altogether abandoned such liberal and impartial practice of ex- 
changes, contrary to the wishes, and against the expressed request of 
a great majority of the legal voters in said parish, and has, instesul 
thereof, adopted and followed the illiberal, and, as we believe, uh- 
christian — exclusive system of a few zealous and overbearing di- 
vines, — which is altogether opposed to his long practice during 
many years, and to immemorial usage in this parish ; — restricting his 
exchanges and invitations to the particular set of preachers self- 
styled Orthodox, against the expressed wishes of a majority of his 
parishioners, and knowing that the introduction of such preachers 
was exceedingly painful to such majority ; — and whereas the mem- 
bers of this parish are convinced, that the practice of exchanges, 
odginally intended for two valuable purposes, to wit, the reliei of 
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tfttehen In their parochial duties, and die cultivation of good fellow- 
ship between sister churches, was always subordinate in its very 
nature to the more important point of harmony between the minister 
and his people; and the introduction of teachers whose known 
opinions are offensive to the majority of any parish is diametrically 
opposed to the very principles on which exchanges — never a matter 
of right, but always one of courtesy, — were founded, and that it is a 
gross and unkind abuse of such an indulgence to introduce teachers* 
whose opinions are known to the pastor to be offensive to his flock ; 
Whereas by these and other innovations in the performance of his 
public duties, as pastor, as well as by his inflexible and ' constant 
refusal to accede to the reasonable wishes of a great majority of the 
qualified voters in said parish, as expressed from time to time by 
memorials, addresses, and votes of said parish, requesting ' him to 
return to his former practice of liberal exchanges, or to discontinue . 
to invite to his pulpit clergymen of the Calvinistic denomination, the 
affection and regard of said parishioners have become alienated, from 
their said pastor, and his influence and usefulness in said office have 
been much impaired, if not utterly destroyed, as regards the majority 
of said parish ; — and whereas it is desirable that said parishioners may 
obtain relief from grievances long suffered from the before mentioned 
and other conduct and proceedings of their pastor, (hereafter to be 
specified by their committee, if chosen) and that all existing contro- . 
versies and complaints between him and his people may be adjusted ' 
in a peaceful, equitable and legal manner — Therefore, 

Voted, That this parish will appoint a committee to propose to the 
Rev. 'Dr. Holmes to unite with them in calling a mutual Ecclesiasti- 
cal Council, to advise in relation to all differences and matters of con- 
troversy existing between him and said parish before such Council, 
and to employ counsel to assist them if they shall deem it expedient, 
and to adopt and pursue all suitable and legal measures, in relation to 
a settlement of said difficulties, or dissolution of the connexion 
existing between the said Holmes and said parish. 

It was also voted, 

That said committee consist of seven persons, and that they be 
chosen by ballot. 

The committee having been chosen, it was voted, ^ 

That this parish do authorize and direct said committee, in case 
the Rev. Dr. Holmes shall not accede to such proposition for a 
mutual Ecclesiastical Council, forthwith to proceed to the choice of 
an ex parte Council, for^ the purpose aforesaid, and to prepare, an^ 
lay before the same, such articles of Charge, or causes of complaint 
as they may deem lawful and expedient, and to appear and act befon 
said Council in behalf of said parish, and to employ counsel to assis 
them, if they shall deem it expedient. 

Voted, That this parish deem it unnecessary to take any fiirthe 
order in relation to the memorials and papers presented at this meet 
log by William HilUard, Esq. 

Upon the subject of the third article in the warr 
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two memorials— one from sundry inhabitants of the pa- 
rish, and the other from the church, were presented. 

Abstract of the parishioners* jnemoriaL 
The memorialists, after speakm^, in their paper presented at this 
meeting, of their satisfaction with their pastor, express tne hope, that 
the paris-h will not * proceed contrary to the custom of admitting the 
churchy in union with the paiish and pastor, in the calling of a mu- 
tual Council, declare their full conviction that the church is ready so 
to unite, and '* recommend to the parisah to retrace their steps, and, 
at least, to ask for the concurrence of the church." 



Abstract of the church's memorial. 
The church remark, that when two hodies are interested in a 
common object, it is proper that neither should take measures 
involving rights and ititerests common to both, without mutual con- 
sultatiun, and a due regard to the views and feelings of the other; 
and ask, whether it is just that the parish should proceed without so 
much as inforiniiig the church officially of the measures contemplated. 
7*hey then urge the usage in the removal of a minister, — the invaria- 
ble usage of this church and parish in settling ministers, " unless it 
be one or two of the earliest," when the pastors " were settled by 
the church alone." They refer also to a special act of incorporatioQ 
(grounded on the express will of the donors) of trustees of a fund 
towards the support of such pastor as shall be settled " by the joint 
concurrence of the inhabitants and the church." The church go on 
to express their regret at existing difficulties ; and then conUnue : 
'* They," the church, ** feel as desirous as any of said inhabitants can 
feel, to adopt such measures as will lend to bring about an amicable 
adjustment of all such difficulties ; provided, that the inhabitants of 
said parish, according to general usage, unite with said church, and 
their pastor, in calling a mutual Council : Therefore, Resolved, that 
a committee of five be appointed from this church, associated with 
the pastor thereof, with full powers and authority to confer with the 
inhabitants of the parish, or any committee appointe^] for the pur- 
pose, and to act upon the subject of calling a mutual Council, to 
settle all difficulties existing between the inhabitants of said parish 
and the Rev.. Dr. Holmes, as is set forth in the warrant for calling a 
parbh meeting, on the 22d instant." 

Upon the question of admitting the memorial of the 
church, it was objected, that the church was not known 
as a corporation, and that they had no legal rights, and 
could have no interest in the subject, separate from the 
parish ; and that the strict principles of law were alone to 
govern in this case. Accordingly, this memorial, after 
being read, was, along with the memorial of the minority 
of the parish, laid upon the table, and not allowed to be 
put upon the parish files. 

On the 1st of January, 1829, the committee appointed 
by the parish to propose to the pastor to unite with them 
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in calling a mutual ecclesiastical Cooncil, requested the 
pastor to inform them at what time and place he woald 
please to meet them, for the purpose of ccmferring in re- 
lation to the object of their appointment. To this request, 
presented m writing, the pastor replied, on the same daj; 
That the very peculiar circumstances attending the mea- 
sure adopted by the parish, proposing to him to unite 
with them in calling a mutual ecclesiastical Council ren- 
dered it his incumbent duty to consider the subject very 
seriously and deliberately, previous to any conference; 
and that when prepared for it, the committee might ex- 
pect information from him. 

On the 9lh of January, a committeet, in. behalf of the 
church, presented to the pastor the following address : 

Rev. Sir, — The undersigned, a committee, appointed by the first 
church in Cambridge, at a meeting (golden on the fourth day of Janu- 
ary, inst. to express to you their views in relation to the late pnvr 
ceedings of the inhabitants of the first parish in said town, deeply 
affecting the relations subsisting between you and said church and 
parish, respectfully represent. 

That they have viewed with deep solicitude the various measures, 
that have recently been adopted by a majority of the parish in said 
town, tending to a dissolution of the ministerial relation, which has so 
long and so happily subsisted between pastor and church, minister 
and peop]^ They cannot but believe, that most, if not all, the 
measures proposed and adopted by said parish, are rare, if not 
altogether unprecedented in their nature and tendency, and if car- 
ried into operation, would result in a total abandonment of that right 
of private judgment, and that independent exercise of this ri^t, 
which appertains to the ministerial character in. common with that 
of others. z . 

The undersigned, having, in their capacity as members of the 
parish, already expressed their opinion, in relation to the several 
propositions made and adopted by a majority of said parish, deem it 
unnecessary here to enumerate them. But upon a careful review of 
th^pinions thus formed, and the reasons urged in their support, 
they have perceived no sufficient ground for a different judgment. 
We however, deem it important, in the present state of things, in our 
capacity as members of your church, to express our dissent from the 
measures adopted by the parish, in their corporate capacity, and our 
approbation of the course taken by you, in relation to the several 
propositions submitted to your consideration. We do this, from a 
full conviction that a sense of duty, and of the solemn obligation im- 
posed upon a minister of Christ, conscientiously and fearlessly to dis- 
charge this duty, alone guided your deliberations and final decisions. 
, We are also persuaded, that many and fervent supplications have 
been directed to the Source of all Wisdom, for that light and guid<* 
ance, in coming to such results, as would ultimately tend to promote 
the greatest amount of good to those, with whom you sustained i 
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, near and so endearing a relation. In view of this relation, which 
has so long and so happily subsisted between us, we cannot forbear 
'- to express our regret, at the adoption of su<;h measures, as have a 
i! tendency either to impair or destroy it, and devoutly to wish and 
I pray, that the overruling providence of God may bring about a result 
L most promotive of his glory, and the best interest of the church^oC 
Christ in this place. We trust, that as individuals, as well as. a 
^ church, we have already given sufficient pledges of our attachment 
I to the doctrines which you have preached and still continue to 
H preach, as, in our view, consistent both with reason and the word of 
^ God, and as best calculated, by a divine blessing, to promote the 
temporal, spiritual, and eternal welfare, of the people committed to 
* your pastoral care. On your part also, sufficient pledges have been 
i given, by a long, watchful and diligent discharge of those duties* 
appertaining to the ministerial relation, as well as in all the other 
g relations of life ; and we are persuaded, that in all these relations, it 
has been your desire and aim to advance the cause of truth and of 
God, both by precept alid by example. Impressed with this convic- 
I tion, we cannot refrain from repeating our approbation of your past 
ministerial labors, in this ancient church of Christ, and pledging our 
future co-operation with you, in perpetuating the ijinity of its faitht 
in the bond of peace. However deeply we may regret that at this 
late period of your life, and of your ministry, any root of bitterness 
springing up, should trouble you — however ardently we should 
desire that your sun should set without a cloud ; we yet believe, 
that it is the providence of God, which has otherwise ordered it, 
for the trial of faith, and the furtherance of hope ; and that by his 
overruling hand, his own glory will be advanced, and the unity, 
peace, and safety of his church here promoted. 

Although the professed object of the memorialists in their first 
request to you, was confined to occasional ministerial intercourse in 
the way of exchanges with neighboring clergymen, yet the subse- 
quent measures, proposed and adopted by the 'parish, clearly show, 
that this was only a first step, in a long and systematic train of propo- 
sitions, which have been adopted, all tending to the same object. 

[Here is given an abstract of the votes and doings of the parish, which need not be 

repeated.] 

These facts, with many other considerations, that might be urged, 
serve to show, that a radical change in your ministrations, if not in^ 
your opinions, was what could alone satisfy the memorialists. 

Under these circumstances, the members of this church have 
manifested a willingness, and have voted to co-operate with the 
parish, at a late parish meeting, holden for the purpose, to unite with 
them in calling a mutual Council for the object contemplated and 
specified in the warrant for calling said meeting. This offer on the 
part of the church, was rejected under circumstances, not altogether 
favorable to a reconciliation of existing difficulties, and, as we be- 
lieve, without a due degree of regiird to the rights of the church, at a 
party deeply concerned in the result. The denial by the parish, of 
even a hearing of the church, upon so important a subject, as that of 
the dismission of its pa^or, and that any right existed in this body^ 
as si^h, in relation to this subject, we confidently hope and believe^ 
will never-be sanctioned by a discriminating and enlightened public. 
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Whatever color may have been given to a principle of this kincl, in 
any given case, we are at a loss to perceive its application in the 
case now under consideration. By an immemorial usage of thb 
ancient church, and of most other churches in New England,.tlie 
settlement or dismission of a minister has been effected by the joint 
co-operafion of the parish and church ; and the continuance of this 
principle or unage has been strongly recommended by the highest 
judicial tnbunal of our Commonwealth. Moreover, it is recognized 
by the very charter, under which we hold a great proportion of the 
means of supporting the ministry in this place. The act incorporat- 
ing the ministerial fund, belonging to this parish, expressly provides, 
that the income thereof shall be applied to such minister as shall be 
settled by the joint concurrence of the parish and church ; an'd we 
conceive, that this provision applies with equal force, in the question 
of a dissolution of the connexion under this provision. Upon this 
view of the subject, ^e feel ourselves bound in duty, to contend ibr 
those rights, which are derived from so ancient an usage as amounts 
to common law, as also, from the express condition of our own 
enactments. 

From a careful and. impartial view, therefore, of the whole subject, 
the undersigned, in behalf of the church, feel constrained to believe, 
that a sense of duty, a regard to the honor, the interest, and the per- 
manent good of the people under your pastoral care, have been the 
governing motives which have influenced you in the decisions made 
upon the several propositions, suhmitted by the parish. We cannot 
close, Without again expressing our sympathy, and assuring you of 
bur support in any farther decisions, which the rights of pastor and 
church, and the interests of religion among us, may require' of you 
to make. 

WILLIAM HTLLIARD, 1 
JAMES MUNROE, 
RICHARD H. DANA, I ^^«. „,. 
P.P.SAWYER, yCoMtmiUet, 

w> WILLIAM SAUNDERS, 

JONA. C. PRENTISa 
Cambridge, Jan. 9, 1829. 

On the 28th of January, 1829, the pastor made the fol- 
lowing communication: 

To the committee appointed by the First Parish in Cambridfre, at a 
meeting held on the 22d day of December , 1828, to propose to 
the past'tr to unite with them in calling a muttuil Ecclesiastieal 
Council. 

Had a plain" vote of the parish, requesting ray consent to a propo- 
sal for a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, been presented to me for 
consideration, an earlier answer might have been expected. I re- 
gret, that, after so much explanation and discussion, the subject is^ 
not well understood, or not fairly represented. The statements and 
the language of the Preamble to the votes were not justly to have 
been expected from a parish, whose best interests I am conscious r 
having uniformly endeavored to promote for thirty seven years ; an 
if I now troul)le you with more explanation and discussion, ** yo 
have compelled me." 
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Erroneous premises lead to false conclusions. If words are used 
either vaguely or ambiguously, they may cause great and injurious 
mistakes. It was this consideration that led me to endeavor to ex- 
plain the word ** Calvinistic," used in former votes of the parish, 
which. appeared to me ambiguous, as there used to denote the princi- 
ples of ministers in New England. In the last proceedings, the term 
** Congregationar' is used ; and the error and imputation connected 
with it render an explanation necessary, not to my defence merely, 
but' to the cause of truth. 

It is made an express ground of the votes passed by the parish on 
this occasion, as stated in the preamble, ** That for more than thirty 
years the pastor of the first parish in Cambridge, following the exam- 
ple of his immediate predecessors in said office, was in the practice 
of frequent, liberal and impartial exchanges with clergymen of the 
Congregational order ; but within three years last pastvhas altogether 
abandoned such liberal and impartial practice of exchanges." 

If the term ** Congregational " designated now, as it did originally, 
the real or professed principles of ministers so denominated, it might 
be made a subject of complaint, were a congregational minister, 
without special reason, to decline exchanges with ministers of the 
** congregational order ;** if, on the contrary, it does not now desig- 
nate the real or professed religious principles of ministers of that or- 
der, no inference can be drawn from it concerning a minister's obli- 
gation with respect to exchanges. 

Congregational is a term which has a particular reference to 
church government, and does not determine the religious principles 
of a church bearing that name. It denotes an ecclesiastical polity 
peculiar to itself, as distinguished from the polity of the Episcopal 
church in England, of the Lutheran church in Germany, of the Pres- 
byterian church in Scotland, and the Reformed church in France, 
Switzerland, and Geneva. I^ is a term which was adopted by the 
first churches of New England, to denote the reservation of rights 
and powers in the brethren of the church, which in other churches 
are conceded to bishops and convocations, to presbyteries and con- 
sistories. Nothing is more evident than that a church may be, in 
name and in fact, congregational, and yet essentially differ in its reli- 
gious principles from other congregational churches. The first con- 
gregational churches of New England agreed in the principles of 
their* faith with the church of England, the church of Scotland, ^nd 
the Reformed churches in Europe ; but it does not hence follow, nor 
is it true, that all the later congregational churches have professed 
the same principles. 

This distinction in regard to churches, is strictly applicable to min' 
isters, of tfic " congregational order." Ministers may truly profess 
and maintain the ecclesiastical polity of the congregational churches, 
while they disbelieve and discard the religious principles which 
were originally believed and professed by congregational ministers, 
and which are still believed and professed by a very great proportion 
of the ministers of that order in New England. Such is the fact at 
the present time — a. fact which need not be proved, because it is 
openly avowed ; because it is assumed as a fact by the memorialisti 
in their addresses to me upon the subject of exchanges with minis- 
ters of the ** liberal denomination ;" as also by the parish, in its votes 

3 
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ftod proceedings, in language too explicit to be misondentood. If 
the declaration of tlie memorialists of their belief, that principles 
« more liberal " than ours are " more rational and scriptural," were 
not sufficient to this purpose ; the request of the parish to exclude 
all ministers of the Cfalvinistic denomination from our pulpit, and 
from lectures in the parish, places the fact beyond all question. 

Ministers of the *' liberal denomination," then, are by their owtf 
choice, by the memorialists, and by the parish itself, distinguished 
from ministers of the Calvinistic denomination ; that is to say, from 
ministers who essentially maintain the principles that were held by 
the first ministers of New England. Now, it is well known, that 
before and at the time of my setuement in the ministry in Cambridge, 
there was not a single church, nor a single minister, of the ** congre- 
gational order," in New England, that was openly and avowedly of 
the ** liberal denomination," as the term is now understood. My 
predecessors, therefore, furnished no precedent for the case in ques- 
tion ; for they never did exchange with ministers of the denomination 
that I am asked to exchange with ; and the argument, erroneously 
drawn from their supposed example, falls to the ground. 

In regard to ray practice until " the last three years," if it be not 
remembered^ it ought to be known, that for several years preceding 
that period, my exchanges with individual ministers, with whom I 
liad been accustomed to exchange, had been discontinued. Such 
exchanges were not sought on my part, because those ministers 
either openly avowed the principles of the liberal denomination, or 
gave satisfactory evidence of their having embraced them : in some 
instances, they were not sought on theirs. In these and in later 
instances of such discontinuance, there was believed to be sufficient 
cause. Some of them may have been cases of casuistry, which the 
ministers concerned, and we only, could decide for ourselves. In 
forming my judgment, I may have erred ; if I erred on the unchari- 
table side, it was unconsciously ; if on the side of charity, ** forgive 
me this wrong." 

Respectable congregational ministers of these different denomina- 
tions appear to consider it neither consistent on their part, nor con- 
ducive to the good of the churches and people under their pastoral 
care, to exchange public services, and introduce opposite and discor- 
dant doctrines into their respective pulpits ; and some of the most 
liberal have expressed a decided opinion, that such exchanges arid not 
advisable. Ministers of this last description have admittted the 
principle of the limitation of exchanges, and have acted upon it. An 
instance is recollected to have occurred in Boston — ^where a minister 
advanced in the pulpit religious opinions so much more liberal than 
those which were embraced by his brethren of that very denom<^ 
ination, that they discontinued their accustomed exchanges with 
him. The judgment of respected ministers, of both the denomina- 
tions referred to, upon this subject, was adverted to on a former 
occasion ; and, however parishioners may have estimated the judg- 
ment of their parish minister, it were to have been expected that they 
would have shown more regard and deference to the judgment of 
those ministers, whose religious sentiments are in accordance with 
their own. To what was observed on this subject, in my answer to 
the first memorial, I respectfully refer the committee. ~ 
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What a classical author said, many centuries since, is applicable to 
this case: sunt eerti denique fines, *< There are at length certain 
limits." What those limits are, it may be often difficult to define, or 
discover ; but a minister of Christ is solemnly bound to search for 
them by the light of the word of God, and so far as they are made 
plain to him, he ought religiously to regard them. , 

The unreasonableness of asking or expecting a minister to have no 
exchanges or pastoral intercourse with ministers of the same denom- 
inatioa with himself, and of the san^e principles which his church 
holds now, and always has held from its first formation, has been 
previously stated by your minister, who, on this point, refers^ou to 
his communication to the parish, of the 31st of May. For a fair 
judgment in this case^ he appeals to the tribunal of Reason ; and for 
precedents, to all the churches in Christendom. 

For the ininistrations in my pulpit I acknowledge myself responsi- 
ble. During the recent period within which my exchangel have 
been more especially excepted to, I have more constantly than usual 
performed the services of my own pulpit. When 1 did exchange 
them, I exchanged with worthy and respectable ministers of our own 
principles. Had I, in accordance with the request of the parish, 
discontinued all exchanges with such ministers, I should, ' indeed, 
have departed from the immemorial usage of my predecessors, and 
introduced an innovation which would have justly incurred the cen- 
sure passed in your preamble upon me and my brethren in the chris- 
tian ministry. . The characters of those ministers who have preached 
for us, by exchange or otherwise, the last three years, are too well 
known and respected to require from me, either apology, or vindi- 
cation. 

It ought to be observed, .that in the copy of the'vote communicated 
to me, the , statement of the numbers voting is no criterion of the 
state of the parish in relation to the main question. The vote, I am 
well informed, was understood to be taken upon the preamble ; and 
it was upon that understanding of the motion that the minority voted. 
Nor did those parishioners who disapproved the measures proposed 
in the notices for this parish meeting, and for the preceding meetings 
subsequent to the first, make any effort to collect their whole num- 
ber ; on the contrary, it was their prevailing opinion, that it was not 
expedient for more to attend, than a competent number to sustain the 
memorials and remonstrances. This, I am assured, is also true with 
respect to the number of names subscribed to the memorial presented ^ 
by parishioners to the parish, at its last meeting. No effort was 
made to obtain the signatures of all who had expressed their disap- 
probation of the measures of the parish. 

The church is well united. The votes at a church meeting, for 
presenting a memorial to the parish respecting a mutual Council, and 
at a subsequent meeting for an address to the pastor, approving of ' 
his proceedings and of his ministrations, were nearly unanimous. 
The remonstrants of the 17th of May having expressed t^eir opinion, 
that ** were the females of the parish allowed to speak, a majority of 
them would entreat you to forbear,'' — the pastor may be permitted to 
subjoin an opinion, that, were the females of the church, amounting 
to nearly eighty, allowed to speak, much more would they use the 
same language. In estimating our religious state, the feelings and 
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principles of so considerable a portion of our stated religious asseni« 
blies may not be overlooked. 

While on the subject of the interior and general state of the church 
and society under my pastoral care, I feel bound to say, that, so ftr 
from finding causes of discouragement in my ministry during three 
or four of the last years, I have found very much to encourage me. 
The public services of the Sabbath, it has appeared to me, have been 
attended by greater numbers, and with more solemnity. The last of 
these encouraging circumstances has been repeatedly observed by 
ministers from abroad, occasionally preaching here. It was thfo, 
with other indications of more than ordinary attention to the con- 
cerns of religion, that induced us to have meetings in the. week time, 
as we had previously had, occasionally, for thirty years. The design 
of these meetings was, to promote the unity and the extension of the 
church, and the improvement of its members in exemplary virtue 
and piety ; to instruct and assist the inquiring ; and to encourage all 
who were disposed to attend them. The number of attendants was 
in a short time so large, that it was found necessary to transfer the 
meetings from a private dwelling-house to the Court-house. Here, 
for the same religious purpose, lectures were held; and they were so 
frequented as to encourage their continuance to this time. During 
this period a divine blessing appears to have attended our stated ana 
occasional ministrations. The church, now consisting of -nearly one 
hundred members, has received considerable accessions, and there 
are encouraging indications of its enlargement. Had the pastdr dis- 
regarded the peculiar state of his flock, at the time referred to ; had 
he declined to meet the thoughtful and inquiring at any other time 
than on the Sabbath, or in any other place than in that of our stated 
solemnities ; had he, out of the house of God, forborne all such rcP 
ligious exercises as he believed to be adapted, with the divine bless- 
ing, to bring serious inquirers, especially the young, to the knowledge 
of the truth, that they might be saved ; he would not have acted me 
part of a faithful shepherd, and if, through his unfaithfulness or neg- 
lect, any of his flock had perished, their blood would have been re- 
quired at his hand by the great Shepherd and Bishop of souls. Had 
he, above all, discountenanced and opposed such religious inquiries, 
and such instructive and devotional exercises, as the case appeared 
evidently to require, and closed or obstructed the gate of the church 
to those who were " not far from the kingdom of God ;" he would 
have incurred the ** wo " pronounced by our divine Lord upon those 
faithless guides in the Jewish church, who ** took away the key of 
knowledge, and shut up the kingdom of heaven against men ; who 
entered not in themselves, nor suffered them who were entering to 
go in." 

With this presentation of facts, too important to be concealed, and 
of explanations too material to be suppressed, I am entirely ready 
and disposed for a mutual Ecclesiastical Council. It ought, however, 
to be a regular Council, called and organized according to the imme- 
morial usage of the churches of New England. To such a Council 
St is, in my view, necessary that the church under my pastoral care 
be represented; The church, of their own accord, have asserted 
their right to have a part in a transaction of such importance as tiie 
calling of a Council for the purposes proposed by the parish. The; 
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claim it by haviog been <* a party in the settiement of -the pastor f* 
by the ancient and general usage of churches and parishes to act in 
concert in the settlement and removal of a minister — ^particularly by 
the invariable usage of this church ; and by the terms of the act in- 
corporating the trustees of the ministry fund in this parish, requiring 
the appropriation of the avails to such congregational minister as 
shall be regularly ordained and settled in the parish ** by the joint 
concurrence of the inhabitants and the church thereof." At the 
same time, the church, in a spirit of kindness and conciliation, in 
their memorial have expressed themselves " as desirous as any of 
the parish can feel, to adopt such measures as \^11 tend to bring 
about an amicable adjustment of all difficulties ; Provided, that the 
other inhabitants of said parish, according to general usage, unite 
with said church and their pastor in calling a mutual Couocil." A 
respectable number of parishioners, some of whom are not members 
of the church, have, in a memorial, presented to the parish the same 
view of the subject, and expressed their desire that the church might 
be represented in the proposed Council. 

Called as I was into the ministry here by the distinct and separate, 
yet concurrent invitation of the church and of the parish, and feeling, 
as I do and ought to feel, a solemn responsibility for my pastoral care 
of the church, as well as for a sacred regard to its rights jiod privi- 
leges, I am not at liberty either to overlook or to interfere with its 
equitable claims. 

To the proposal of the parish for a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, 
if regularly called according to the usage of our churches, and to the 
express desires of the church and other respected parishioners, no 
member of the church or parish more readily consents than 

Your pastor, A. HOLMES. 

Cambridge, 28th Januaiy, 1829. 

On the 9th of February, the committee of the parish 
made the following communication to the pastor : 

SHXy — The committee were happy to find, by your reply to their 
communication, received the 28lh ult., that you acquiesced in their 
proposal for a mutual Council : though you seemed to consider that a 
Council would not be regularly called without the intervention of the 
church. 

You must be aware, sir, that this subject was fully discussed at the 
last parish meeting, and it was then decided, by a very large ma- 
jority, that the parish could not consider the church as a party in, 
this affair. — Deriving our authority from the parish, we must of 
course be governed by their decision ; and we have no power of 
proposing a Council, except on the terras prescribed by their vote. — 
Had we the power, however, we do not hesitate to state that our 
prindplea would not permit us to adopt any other course than that 
prescribed by the parish. 

We are at a loss, sir, to conceive how the church can act as a 
party in this case. — They have no ground of complaint against their 
pastor ; on the contrary, they have declared, by the report of their 
committee, at their last church meeting, that they fully approved of 
his conduct — neither have they any complaint against the parish. 

3* 
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We hope, therefore, sir, that you will reconsider your former optnioifl 
on this subject, and, if you are then disposed to meet our proposal 
for a mutual Council, on the only terms which the vote of the parish 
permits us to offer you, we will thank you, sir, to name the number 
you wish the Council to consist of, or to appoint an early day to 
confer with us on tHe subject. Whatever you may decide on, we 
have to request, that your answer may be explicit and conclusive. 

If, sir, we have not replied to the statements in your answer, it if 
because we considered they had been fully discussed in the previous 
communications between yourself and the parish, and a majority <^ 
the parishioners at divers times ; and if there was any new matter 
introduced, we could not see its bearing on the business before ui, 
which was, simply, to propose to you a mutual Council. If, sir, 
you should think proper to avail yourself of the statements made in 
your answer, on any future occasion, we shall be ready to meet them 
with the consideration they merit, whether before a mutual Council, 
or any other tribunal. 

Respectfully, sir, in behalf of the committee, 

WILLIAM J. WHIPPLE, Clerk, 

Cambridge, Feb. 9, 1829. 

To this the pastor replied : That a regular Ecclesiastic 
cal Council, it is to be presumed, is what we mutually 
desire ; that he had already given them his deliberate 
opinion, and the reasons for it, respecting what is neces- 
sary to the formation of such a Council ; that the consent 
to a regular mutual Council, as expressed in his last com- 
munication, is believed' to be clear and explicit ; and that 
he refers them to that paper as containing his answer. 

In a communication to the pastor, dated the 5th of 
March and received on the 10th, the committee presume 
that he perfectly understood, from examining the Totes 
transmitted to him, that the parish had determined to 
propose to him a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, for the 
purposes there mentioned ; and on the memorial of his 
church, had refused to grant the prayer in that memorial, 
that the church might be admitted as a party in electing 
that Council, and in the trial before it . . . and presumed, 
that he would be willing to inform them in the most per- 
spicuous and definite manner, whether he, without his 
church, would, or would not, meet the committee, and 
concur with them in electing such mutual Council as they 
had proposed to him. 

To this, on the 14th of March, the pastor made the 
following reply : 
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2Fb the Committee of the First Pariah in Cambrit^e, 

Gentlemefii-^lt has uniformly been my intention to give an affir« 
mative answer, and no other, to the proposal of the parish for a 
mutual Ecclesiastical Council, ** if regularly called according to the 
usage of our churches, and to the express desire of the church and 
other respected parishioners."^ If my answer was not fair and equi- 
table, I have yet to learn the* first principles of moral and religious 
obligation : if it was not clear and intelligible, I despair of making it 
so by note or comment. It was such an answer as, in my apprehen- 
sion, any pastor of a church, having a proper sense of his obligations 
to his church and people, and to the Divine Head of the church* 
would feel himself bouiid to give ; and if the committee do not 
receive it, they " interfere with my convictions of duty and rights of 
conscience." I must therefore refer you, gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, to my communication of the 28th of January, for the answer of 

Yours respectfully, 

A. HOLMES. 

Cambrtdge, March 14, 1825. 

On the 18th of March, the pastor received the following 
communication : 

To the Rev, Dr, Holmes tBflstor of the First Parish in Cambridge, 
Sir, — The committee appointed by said parish to propose to you a 
mutual Ecclesiastical Council, met yesterday, and voted to request 
you to inform them in what way and manner, and in what degree, 
you consider said parish bound, by the general ecclesiastical usage, 
to unite with your church, in relation to the proposed Council, bodi 
as to the election of that Council, and the hearing of our casa 
before it. 

The church have claimed rights, in relation to the proposed 
Council, and you have made a corresponding claim in their behalf; 
but that claim has not been defined in their memorial to said parish, 
nor in the communications we have received from you. You, sir, 
have stated to us that the concurrence of your church is necessary 
to the regularity of the proposed Council ; but you have not stated to 
us in what that concurrence consists. You will oblige us by inform- 
ing us definitely what are the rights, claimed by your church, in this 
case, to which you consider them entitled by said usage ; whether 
they, separately from you, claim a right to elect members of such 
Council ; or whether you and they act together in the election, and 
jointly elect only one half of the members of such Council; or 
whether you and they, together, acting jointly, or separfitely, claim a 
right to elect two thirds of said members ; and whether, in the 
hearing before the proposed Council, they claim a right only to act 
jointly with you, or a right to appear and act separately from you 
and the parish. It appears to be important, at this time, that the 
committee of the parish and your church should understand, accu- 
rately, what are the particular rights, claimed by your church, ia 
relation to the proposed Council, so far as they wish, or intend, to 
act as a church, separately from the parish. 

By order of said committee, 

WILUAM J. WHIPPLE. 
Cambridge, March 18, 1829. 



\ 
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These interrogatories were communicated to the church, 
which referred them to a committee, whose Report was 
unanimously adopted, and on the 26th of March commu- 
nicated with the following note : 

7b the Committee of the First Parish in Cambridge. 

Gentlemen,— 'Y OUT last communication to me, containing inter* 
rogatories concerning the church, was communicated to the church ; 
and the church's comn^ittee, to whom it was referred, made tiie 
enclosed Report, which was unanimously adopted. Addressed as it 
is to me, with liberty to make such use of it as I might think proper, 
I transmit it to you, gentlemen, and am 

Yours respectfully, A. HOLMES. 

The First Church in Cambridge, to their Rev. and beloved Pastor, 

A. Holmes, D. D. 

Rev. and dear sir, — The communication made to you, on the 18th 
of this month, by the parish committee appointed to confer with you 
upon the calling of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, and laid before 
08, by you, on the 22d of this month, has been duly considered. 

We are not aware, sir, of more than one way in which the only 
question in that communication, which is material, and requiring 
present attention, could have- been answered by you, had you felt 
authorized to reply to it. But as your office of pastor does not 
oblige, or even empower you, so to do, without first advising with 
the church ; as questions incidental to our rights are contained in 
the communication, and you are desired to go into particular defini- 
tions and explanations of these incidental matters, and of whatever 
may be included in our claim to have a concurrent voice in the 
calling of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council ; and as you are requested 
to state in what * way* the church, in the exercise of its rights, may 
see fit to appear before that Councjl, and in what * manner* and 
• degree* to present and urge those rights ; the propriety and expe- 
diency of your laying the communications before us, and of our 
addressing you at this time, are perfectly obvious. 

In the memorial of this church, presented at the parish meeting of 
the 22d December last, the church goes upon its right to a concur- 
rent voice in the calling of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, and doe? 
not simply, or mainly, take the ^course of " suggesting the expedient 
of such concurrence," as stated in the record of the doings of ♦ 
meeting; — of which fact, however, the parish committee seem i 
aware — as in this, their last, communication to you, now before 
they say, '* The church have claimed rights in relation to the 
posed Council, and you have made a corresponding claim on t 
oehalf :'* — which remark must refer to the before mentioned me 
rial, as it is the only communication ever made by the church to 
|»arish. 

Our memorial, then, being sufficiently distinct upon this pc 
even had we supposed the parish thought our right to include lai 
powers than it actually did include, and, therefore, considerec 
then^ a greater obstacle in their way than it was in fact, we she 
have esteemed it indecorous towards the parish, to have entered i 
ozplanationa, -as iodueements with them to allow us the free exer 
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of our mere rights ; for this would have been presupposing a willing- 
ness on their part to weigh expediency against principle. 

It was not necessary, therefore, and it would hardly have been * 
proper, along with the simple assertion of our existence as a church 
having a right to a concurrent voice in the calling of a Council, to 
have gone into all the definitions of that right, or the " toay, manner^ 
and degree'* in which it might be thought best that right should 
be exercised. 

In relation to the questions put to you in the communication before 
us, it will be recollected, sir, that the parish have hitherto refused to 
acknowledge our existence as a body having any concern in the 
matters now in agitation — that they even declined recognizing us so 
fiur as to allow our memorial to them, urging our right, to go upon 
the parish files. And, sir, in the communications of the parish com- 
mittee to you, (which, at the request of our committee, you have 
obligingly submitted to our perusal, that we might act more under- 
standingly upon the subject,) we find it said, in that of the 9th Feb- 
ruary last, — " You must be aware, sir, that this subject was fiilly 
discussed at the last parish meeting, and it was then decided, by a 
very large majority, that the parish could not consider the church as 
a party to this affair. Deriving our authority from the parish, we must 
of course be governed by their decisions, and we haV'O no power of 
proposing a mutual Council, except on the terms prescribed by their 
vote. — Had we the power, however, we do not hesitate to state that 
our principles would not permit us to adopt any other course than 
that prescribed by the parish." And in their communication, made 
80 late as the 5th of the present month, referring you to the above 
communication, they continue, — ^f In our communication addressed 
to you, dated the 9th February, A. D. 1829, we stated to you, among 
other tilings, that your church could not be admitted as a party, in 
relation to the proposed Council, and gave you our reasons for 
rejecting the church as such party." 

Under these circumstances, it would evidently be a sufficient 
reply, sir^ to the questions from the parish committee, to inquire for 
what object they, could be put, or to what purpose they could be 
answered, so long as the very existence of the body, as to the 8ub« 
jects to which^ they relate, is not admitted by the parish, or by the 
very committee putting the questions, but, on the contrary, has been 
distinctly denied by both, — and while, too, the parish committee de- 
clare they are not authorized by the parish to recognize the church ? 

But, sir, anxious as we are, and ever have been, that all occasion 
Qf delay or difficulty should be taken out of the way, we prefer pass- 
ing by this very peculiar state of the circumstances^ and going into 
the subject, so far as we can with any propriety at this time. 

We are at a loss to conjecture how the parish committee could 
ever have imagined that church rights jind usages could give to any 
church a power which would take from the complaining party a right 
of eqtial representation in a. mutual Ecclesiastical Coundl, and how 
our claim to a concurrent voice with ona of the parties in the calling 
of such Council, could ever have been supposed by them to be the 
assertion of a right to deprive them of their one half of such repre- 
sentation. To us it seems to contradict the very term mutual; 
and were it not that the question has been just put to you by that 



34 

committee with so apparent seriousness, had we inquired of 
whether they entertained such an opinion, we should have 1 
for no other answer than a mere expression of surprise ; an< 
with the greatest difficulty that we can bring ourselves to be 
that either you or we should have been thought to have laid els 
such powers and rights. 

We cannot find that either of us, in speaking of our several i 
has used expressions that could lead to so singular a suppo 
On the other hand, so far as our language may at all relate t 
point, it implies the contrary, and asks no more than a conei 
voice with one of the parties ; and we have, of necessity, froi 
beginning, and till this last communication of the parish comn 
considered the language of both parish and committee to be- 
neither acknowledge nor know any church in this matter." 

If, then, the committee have labored under such a mistak 
have only to regret that it should have been brought to light f 
first time, at tliis late day ; and we shall regret its late disclosu: 
more, if it has, in fact, been the occasion of delay in settling di 
ties which both you and we have long sincerely desired to 
brought regularly and speedily to a close. 

As to the remaining questions proposed by the parish comn 
it appears to us that uey relajte to matters of merely mutual t 
ment and accommodation, and not at all to concern the right < 
church to a concurrent voice in the calling of a mutual Ecclesii 
Council ; and that answers to them must, more or less, take 
character from the course which the parish committee may i 
to pursue in their future proceedings. It would, therefore, b 
timely and improper to reply to them here. 

We would remind you, sir, that the committee, (of which 
Hilliard is chairman,) chosen by the church on the 21st Dec< 
last, to present our memorial, herein referred to, which wsis la 
fore the parish meeting on the 22d of the same month, were^ c 
tuted with full powers to enter into agreement^, and make all i 
sary arrangements with the parish, or its committee, in relat 
the Calling of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, and that they ai 
a committee for that purpose. 

We must close, sir, with saying, that if the parish committee 
at any time, express to us a readiness to communicate with u 
church having a concurrent voice in the calling of a mutual Ei 
astical Council, they will find us with the same feelings and vie 
we declared ourselves to entertain, in our memorial to the ( 
and ready, through our committee, to join with them, in so 
said parish committee is authorized, in doing all in our povi 
bring subsisting difficulties to a regular and proper close, and t 
as little expense and in as short a time as possible, and in f 
spirit of accommodation. 

With liberty to make such use of this communication as yoi 
deem fitting and expedient. 

We remain respectfully your's, 

WILLIAM HILLIAED,^ 
JAMES MUNROE, 



Cambridge, Marclr24, 1829. 



RICHARD H. DANA, 
8. P. SAWYER, 
JONA. C. PRENTISS, 



> Commii 
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The following commotiication, dated the 1st of April, 
was received on the following day : 

To the Rev. Dr, Holmes, Pastor of the First Parish in Cambridge. 

Sir, — We, the committee of said parish, have received your letter 
of the 26th of March last, inclosing a communication to you from the 
church in this parish, as your answer to our letter to you of the 18th 
of that month. -^ 

Our last communication to you was suggested hy a desire, on our 
part, to avoid a misunders^nding of the views entertained by you, re- 
specting the rights and agency, to which you considered said church 
entitled, in the election of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, proposed 
by us, as such committee, to you, as pastor of said parish, for the 
parpos«r of terminating the difficulties between you and said parish. 

In the communication of said church to you, which you have sent 
to us, as your answer, it is said, that said ** church claims no more 
than a concurrent voice with one of the parties." If by this is meant, 
Aat the church is not to be considered, in itself, a party, in relation 
to said proposed Council and to the case between you and said parish, 
proposed for the consideration and decision of said Council, but only 
claims a right to be consulted by you, as its minister, and to give its 
advice, when asked, or to furnish assistance to you, when its aid is 
requested by you, in relation to the election of that Council, or in any 
other matter, said parish has no inclination, nor right, probably, to 
object.- To us, as such committee of said parish, is certainly not 
committed the power, or right, of determining of whom you. Rev. 
fflr, shall take either advice or assistance. 

In your communication of the 14th of March last to this committee, 
you say, " it has been uniformly my intention* to give an affirmative 
answer, and no other, to the proposal of the parish for a mutual Ec- 
clesiastical Council, if regularly called according to the usage of our 
churches, and to the express desires of the church and other respect- 
ed parishioners." We, as such committee aforesaid, have already 
toveral times proposed to you, Rev. sir, a mutual Ecclesiastical 
Council, to be elected by us, as such committee of said parish, on 
one part, and by you, as such pastor as aforesaid, on the other, for 
the purposes heretofore expressed in said proposals, and above men- 
tioned ; and we anticipated, sir, that you would» without doubt or 
hesitation, inform us whether you would accept said proposal by us, 
or whether you declined accepting it. 

We, as such committee as aforesaid of said parish, now repeat and 
renew our former proposals to you, for such mutual Ecclesiastical 
Council, for the purposes expressed in said proposals and above men- 
tioned, to be elected as lastly above mentioned ; you and said parish 
being the only parties to the same ; and respectfully request you to 
give us an explicit answer to this renewed proposal. 

We, as such committee as aforesaid, are ready .to meet you, at 
any convenient time and place to be named by you, for the purpose 
of electing the Council herein proposed to you, if you accede to the 
proposal ; but, if you decline it, we, as such committee as aforesaid, 
shall, as soon as convenient, in discharge of our duty to said parish, 
elect and call an ex parte Council, for the purpose aforesaid, that the 
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complaints of said parish against you may be fully heard and c 
ered by such Council, and their result be obtained thereon. 

Per order of said committee, 

WILLIAM J. WHIPP 
Cambridge, April 1, 1829. 

On the 8th of April, the pastor transmitted to the 
mittee of the parish a second communication fron 
church, with the following note : 

To the Committee of the First Parish in Cambridge, 

GentUfnen, — The paper which I last enclosed to you, relal 
your interrogatories concerning the rights of the church, was i 
you have entitled it, my answer to those interrogatories, b 
statement of the church. The church have asserted their ri 
take a part in the proposed measure of a mutual Ecclesiastical 
cil, and assigned their reasons ; and with their rights, as I 
observed to you, I am not at liberty to interfere. 

By the paper lately transmitted to you, gentlemen, you dist 
perceive, that the church have never claimed a right that 
interfere with your right to elect one hah" of the proposed Cc 
This, it appears, was the only thing which the church conside 
essential to be stated in reply to your inquiries. 

The doubtful manner in which — in your letter of April 1st 
speak of what may be meant by a concurrent voice of the c1 
rendered it proper for me, in order to prevent a misunderstand 
their views, to communicate your letter to the committee < 
church. The answer of the committee, though addressed I 
properly belongs to you, gentlemen, and to you 1 accordiDgly ei 
it. I have only to observe upon it, that the proposal of the c 
respecting the calling of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, com 
in the enclosed paper, meets my approbation ; and that, in ac 
ance with it, I am prepared, at any time, to unite with the comi 
of the parish in calling such a Council. 

' If, in this procedure, eentlemen of the committee, you ar 
authorized to recognize Uie church, your constituents, if the 
fit, can doubtless give you such authority. I (herefore reques 
to communicate to the parish my answer of the 28th of January, 
the enclosed, for their consideration ; and am, gentlemen. 

Yours respectfully, 

A. HOLMJ 
Cambridge, April 8, 1829. 

To the Rev.Dr, Hdlmes, Pastor of the First Church in Cambi 

JRee. and dear Sir^ — You having laid before us a communic 
from the parish committee to you, bearing date the 1st of this m 
in consequence of the committee's having, in that communici 
expressed a doubt as to the meaning of that part of our letter h 
of the 24th of March last, in which we claim a right to a concu 
▼nice with one of the parties in the calling of a mutual Ecclesia 
Council — in order to put our meaning beyond all doubt in the o 
of that committee, we beg leave to observe, that we did mean ; 
than the language of the committee seems to imply, when they i 
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^ In the commnBication of said chtirch to you, which you have sent 
to us, as your aoswer, it is said that said church claims * no more 
than a concurrent voice with one of the parties.' If by this is meant, 
that the church is not to be considered, in itself, a party, in relation 
to said proposed Council, and to the case between you and said parish, 
proposed for the consideration and decision of said Council, but 
only claims a right to be consulted by you, as its minister, and 
to give its advice, when asked, or to furnish assistance to you, 
when its aid is requested by you, in relation to the election of 
that Council, or in any other matter, said parish has no inclina- 
tion, nor any right, probably, to object. To us, as such com- 
mittee of said parish, is certainly not committed the power or 
right of determining of whom you, Rev. sir, shall take either advice 
or assistance." — And we, the church committee, would now state, 
on the point of the calling of a mutual Ecclesiastical Council, that the 
chiu*ch claim, that their committee, in concurrence with you, their 
pastor, should select, with you, one half of the Council, the parish 
committee selecting the other half. And, to make our meaning per- 
fectly clear, we would further say, that, as to the mode of calling said 
Council, the church would be satisfied, if the half selected by. you 
and the church committee, be invited by letters signed by you, as 
pastor, and the church committee ; and the half selected by the pa- 
rish committee be invited by letters signed by the parish committee, 
or, if the parish committee prefer it, that all selected, (including tliose 
selected by you and the church committee, on the one part, and 
those selected by the parish committee, on the other part) be invited 
by letters signed unitedly by you, as pastor, by the church commit- 
tee, and by the parish committee. 

With liberty to make such use of this letter as you may deem pro- 
per, we remain, 

Rev. and dear sir, yours, 

WILLIAM HILLTARDjI 
JAMES MUNROE, j 

RICHARD H. DANA, V Committee. 
S. F. SAWYER, I 

, JONA. C. PRENTISS, J 

. Cambridge, April 7, 1829. 

On the 13th of April, the committee addressed the fol- 
lowing letter to the pastor : 

Sir J — The committee of said parish have received your communi- 
cation of the 8th of April instant, enclosing a communication to yoa 
from a committee of the first chm*ch in Cambridge, under date of 
the 7th of said month. 

After the repeated attempts on the part of the parish committee to 
obtain from you an explicit and direct reply to their proposition for a 
mutual Ecclesiastical Council, they confidently expected a definite 
and decisive answer to their communication of April 1st. After 
V their explicit declaration, under the last mentioned date, they con- 
sider you as refusing to agree to their proposal for such Council ; 
and, agreeably to their statement in their last communication to you, 
they will proceed to the choice of an ex parte Council, to hear and 
decide on the complaints of the parish. 
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They decline applying to the parish for a grant of further authority 
to the committee, because the claims of the church to be a party in 
calling a Council has been already very fully discussed, deliberately 
considered, and decided by the parish ; and because they betieve 
there is nothing in either or both of the papers you wish commimi- 
cated, to induce the parish to alter their decision so fully expremed 
on this subject. Per order of the committee of said parish, 

WILLIAM J. WHIPPLE. 

Cambridge, April 13, 1829. 

On the 9tli of May, the following letter was addressed 
To the Rev. Dr. Holmes^ Pastor of the First Parish in Cambridge, 

Sir, — I' am directed by the committee of said parish to make 
known to you, that said committee have elected and invited the Rev. 
Dr. Ripley of Concord, Rev. Dr. Thayer of Lancaster, Rev. Dr. 
Bancroft of Worcester, Rev. Dr. Porter of Roxbury, Rev. Dr. Flint 
of Salem, Rev. Dr. Parker of Portsmouth, and Rev. Dr. Nichols of 
Portland, together with a delegate from each of their respective 
churches, to compose an ex parte Ecclesiastical Council, to assemble 
at the Old Court-house in Cambridge, on the nineteenth day of May 
instant, at 10 o'clock, A. M., for the purposes expressed in the intro- 
duction to the enclosed paper. I am also directed to transmit to yon 
a copy of the Complaint by said parish, through their committee, 
which said committee propose to exhibit to said Council, which is 
enclosed herein. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM J. WHIPPLE, in behalf of said Committee. 

Cambridge, May 9, 1829. 

ABSTRACT OF THE COMPLAINT. 

" To the Ecclesiastical Council, elected and invited by the First Parish' in 
Cambridge, through the agency of their Committee, duly chosen and ap- 
pointed by said parish for that purpose, to hear and adirise in relation to m 
controversies and difficulties existing between said parish, and the Rev. Jh. 
Holme9^ their pastor, in relation to his pastoral conduct in said parish." 

After a long preamble, the committee proceed to allege against 
their minister eight specific charges, or articles of complaint. The 
fitvst is, " the great innovation exhibited by said pastor, in his prac- 
tice in relation to ministerial exchanges " — having adopted " the Cal- 
vinistic exclusive system, and exchanged with Calvinists or self- 
styled Orthodox preachers only, and entirely excluded clergymen of 
the liberal denomination from our pulpit, and thereby reduced a great 
majority of his parishioners to the necessity of leaving the meeting 
house,** " or of hearing only that kind of theology which they sin- 
cerely believe to be mixed with much erroneous theory, and mere 
human invention, equally opposed to sound and enlightened reason, 
and to a true interpretation and correct understanding of divine 
revelation." 

The second charge relates to the introduction of lectures into the 
parish " on Sabbath evening, and on one other evening in the week,'* 
" in opposition to the religious principles*' of a majority of his pa- 
rishioners, and intended to proselyte them to the " harsh, unreason- 
able, and unscriptural creed" of the Calvinists. 



39 

The third charge relates to the refusal of Dr. Holmes to listen to 
the request of the parish, that he would exchange with ministers of 
the liberal denomination ; or that he would " consent to the settle- 
ment of such a colleague as would be satisfactory to the parish ;" or 
that he would permit the parish to invite such clergymen as they 
pleased " to preach in the meeting house on the Sabbath, not exceed- 
ing one half of the time ;'' or that he would permit the parish to in- 
vite such clergyman as they pleased " to deliver lectures in the pul- 
pit, at such times as said parish may appoint." 

The fourth charge respects the refusal of Dr. Holmes to listen to 
the request of the parish, that he would " discontinue his* evening 
lectures," as also " his exchanges with clergymen of the Calvinistic 
denomination ;" or " in case he did not comply with the said requests, 
to ask a dismissal from his office of pastor of said parish." Under this 
article, the committee of the parish declare their belief, that " the 
tenets of Calvinism, according to the present Calvinistic creed," are 
** not only opposed to reason and the sabred scriptures, but to all 

PURS AND TRUE RELIGION, TO MORAL RECTITUDE AND PIETY." 

The fifth charge respects the refusal of Dr. Holmes " to reject Dr. 
Watts*s Psalms and Hymns," and " to substitute therefore the collec- 
tion used in the chapel of Harvard University." Under this article, 
the Calvinistic tenets are represented as " entirely false, and dan- - 
gerous and pernicious in their tendency" 

The sixth charge alleges, that Dr. Holmes " has claimed immutc^ 
bilUy in his own religious theories, and has alleged a change of re- 
ligious principles in the majority of his parishioners, and in the liberal 
ministers with whom, or with whose predecessors, he formerly ex- 
changed ;" and it asserts, that his parishioners, and " that said liberal 
ministers, have not changed their religious principles," butdhat, " if 
there has been any considerable change in religious theories or prin- 
ciples, it has been in Dr. Holmes and his denomination." 

Dr. Holmes is charged, in the seventh place, with a neglect of 
pastoral visits, which neglect is attributed to his " multiplied labors 
in a large number of societies, associations, consociations, &c.," and 
to his great zeal, industry, and perseverance in historical and other 
pursuits and investigations.* ^ 

The eighth and last charge alleges, that Dr. Holmes " has Aliena- 
ted the affections and lost the confidence of a large majority of his 
parishioners, and wholly disqualified himself for usefulness in respect 
to them," having "excited in their minds a determination not to 
hear him." 

In conclusion, the committee express their fear, ** if Dr. Holmes 
shall continue to be pastor of the parish,^' that " his zeal, boldness, 
and firm resolution in support of his innovations will destroy perma- 
nently the peace, harmony and prosperity of said parish, will greatly 
reduce its numbers, and do it an irreparable injury." 

Without remarking on the various misrepresentations 
occurring in this complaint, it is manifest on the face of 
it, that nothing from the first would have satisfied the 

* This charge the Council refused to consider. It is doubted whether Dr. 
H. ever had the least connexion with a consociation — ^never, certainly, since 
he became the minister of Cambridge. 
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leading opposers of Dr. Holmes, except his removal. 
Dr. H. is, and uniformly has been, a Calvinistic or ortho- 
dox minister. With this fact, let the reader compare the 
views above expressed relative to what are called " the te- 
nets of Calvinism;" and let him judge for himself, whether 
those who entertain such views would havje remained qui- 
etly, year after year, under the ministry of such a teacher. 
Would they, could they, have remained under the ministry 
of one, who, in their judgment, taught a system " not only 
opposed to reason^ and the sacred scriptures^ hut to all 
pure and true religion, to moral rectitude and piety** — a 
system " entirely/ false, and dangerous and pernicious in 
its tendency r*^ Whatever pretences may have been 
made, the object, from the first, has undoubtedly been to 
procure the dismission of Dr. Holmes ; and at no period, 
it is confidently believed, would any thing short of this 
have satisfied the leaders of the opposition. ' 

But further : the head and front of Dr. Holmes's offend- 
ing has been, that, after long hesitation and indulgence, 
he at length felt himself constrained to decline exchanges 
with avowed Unitarian ministers ; and the public will see, 
in tl>e foregoing complaint, the hollowness and insoffi- 
- ciency of such a ground of offence. What are the views 
entertained by Unitarians respecting the Calvinistic or 
orthodox faith ? They regard it as " not only opposed to 
reason and the sacred scriptures, hut to all pure and ffiie 
religion, to moral rectitude and piety" -r-" a harsh, unrea' 
sonable, unscriptural creed*' — as " entirely false, and dan^ 
gerous and pernicious in its tendency,** And do they 
really wish to exchange with men who hold and teach 
such a system of religion ? Do they wish to put men into 
their pulpits to inculcate such a faith — to teach such doc- 
trines ? This complaint on the subject of exchanges is 
certainly a most ridiculous one. The Orthodox regard 
Unitarians as having departed from the essential doctrines 
of the gospel, and it is on this account that they decline 
exchanges with tl>em. They feel that they could not act 
with any appearance of consistency, as honest and faithful 

■ ■^1— I 11 , !■ ■ I iMii ■■ I ■ M ■■ Mill , ^^^^^^^^m^mmmm ■ — ^— .—■ ^^^^^^^— ^i^^^w^^^^^a^^ 

* If orthodox principles are ot'such *' dangerous and pernicious tendency," 
so opposed " to all pure and true reliffion, to moral rectitude and piety," it is 
strange that the faithful preaching of them should produce so good effects. 
Witness the effects produced bv th« preaching of the fathers of New £off« 
land. Witness, the effects produced by the preachine^ of all the veneraue 
ninisters of Cambridge; since the church was establisned. 
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men, if they did otherwise. But while Unitarians regard 
the Orthodox as holding a system which is *' not only 
opposed to reason and the sacred scriptures, but to all pure 
and true religion^ to moral rectitude and piety^^ — a system 
** entirely false, and dangerous and pernicious in its ten' 
dency^^ they are most inconsistently urging an exchange 
of pulpits, and are harassing, censuring, and dismissing 
venerable and faithful men, because they cannot in con- 
science yield to their wishes ! 

PROTEST. 

To the Rev. Ezra Ripley, D. D., to be communicated to the ministers arid 
delegates, assembled by inmtaiion of a committee of the first parish in 
Cambridge, to inquire into and decide upon complaints intended to be alleged 
against me. 

I have received notice of your being called to sit this day as an 
ex parte Council, to hear certain complaints which, it is understood, 
are to be preferred against me by a committee of the parish of which 
I am minister. Having been always willing, having uniformly ex- 
pressed my willingness, and being still willing, to concur in the 
calling of a mutual Council in such manner as has been generally 
practised among the Congregational churches and parishes in New 
England, — I feel myself in duty bound to deny the Jurisdiction of an 
ex parte Council ; and I do therefore protest against the power and 
authority of this Council to take any cognizance of any complaint 
which inay be made against me by any committee or other persons 
of my parish, and against all and every proceeding which may be 
adopted, or proposed to be adopted, on the sifbject of any such 
complaint. 

ABIEL HOLMES, Pastor of the First 
Church and Society in Cambridge. 

Cambridge, May 19, 1829. 

PROTEST OF THE PARISH.' 

T'o the Ren. •Ecclesiastical Council, convened ami holden in the first parish in 
Cambridge, on the \Wi day of May, by letters missive from a committee of 
said parish, and in virtue of tlie authority given to smd committee, by the 
parish, in iJieir vote of the 2td of December, A. D. 1828, " to call an ex 
" parte Council, to advise in relation to all differences and matters in contro- 
versy, existing between Dr. Holmes and saia parish before such Council, and 
to adopt and pursue all suitable and legal measures in relation to a settlement 
V of said diJicuUies, or a dissolution of the cortnexion existing between tin 
said Hobnes and said parish." 

We the subscribers, members of, and legal voters, in the said first 
parish of Cambridge, do hereby respectfully and solemnly enter our 
Protest against the proceedings of the Ecclesiastical Council, thug 
convened, for the following reasons, viz. : — 

1. Because the Rev. Dr. Holmes, the present incumbent, was 
settled in the first parish in Cambridge, by the united and concur- 
rent voice of the church and society in said parish, without any con- 
ditions, limitations or restrictions. 

4* 
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2. Because, that in aN the propositions which have been made to 
tlie parish in their several meetings, and which have by them been 
adopted, no allegations have been made against Dr. Holmes for 
immoral conduct, a neglect of his ministerial or parochial duties, or a 
change of doctrines ; the only three grounds, as we humbfy con- 
ceive, upon which an Ecclesiastical Council can proceed to dissolve 
the connexion subsisting between a minister and his people, except 
by mutual consent, by me parish. 

8. Because the several proposals submitted to Rev. Dr. Holmes, 
for his adoption, {frior to the call of a Council, were of such a nature 
as he had a right to accept or reject, in perfect accordance with the 
tenure by which he holds his office, and by an independent exercise 
of the rights of private judgment. 

4. Because we believe that no individual, or body of men, civil or 
ecclesiastical, under our government, have a right to pass any law, 
edict, or rule, which will serve to impair or destroy the obligations of 
contracts, without violating one of the most important provisions of 
the Constitution. 

5. Because in the act " incorporating the Trustees of the Ministe- 
rial Fund of the First Parish in Cambridge," it is provided " that tiie 
annual income of said fund shall be appropriated to the support of 
such Congregational minister or ministers as shall be regularly 
ordained and settled in said parish, by the joint concurrence of the 
inhabitants and church thereof." 

6. Because the right of the committee of the parish, by virtue of 
their vote passed on the 22d day of December last, does not exist, 
Dr. Holmes never having refused to unite in the call of a mutual 
Council. 

7. Because the parish, according [contrary] to ecclesiastical usage, 
by their vote passed 22d December, 1828, refused to receive the me- 
morial of the church, by them nearly unanimously adopted, and of 
the minority of the parish, the purport of which was, that the church, 
as such, should unite with the parish and the pastor, in the.calLpf 
a mutual Council, according to ancient and immemorial usage. 

8. Because, as we humbly conceive, all the parties originally con- 
cerned in the call and settlement of a minister, are justly entitled, by 
usage, equity, courtesy, and by law, to a hearing before any tribunal, 
competent to adopt any measures, tending to dissolve the con- 
nexion existing between stTch minister and his people. 

9. Because we apprehend, that a severance of the ties which have 
so long and so happily subsisted between a faithful pastor and his^ 
flock, upon the grourids which in the present case have been alleged, 
will tend essentially to impair, if not destroy, the foundations upon 
which our religious institutions rest. 

For the foregoing reasons, we the undersigned respectfully request 
the Council to stay such proceedings in relation to the complaints 
submitted to their consideration and discussion, as will tend to dis- 
solve the connexion existing between Dr. Holn>es and the first 
church and society in Cambridge ; — and that whatever their decision 
may be, tending to a dissolution of this connexion, they will pernut 
this our Protest to be entered upon their records. And as in duty 
bound, will ever pray. 

Signed by WILLIAM HILLIARD, and twenty-Mvea othecs^ 

Cambridge, May 17, 1829^ 
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A Protest from the church was also presented to the 
Council, denying their right of proceeding to decide upon 
the subject submitted to them, and for reasons so similar 
in substance to the foregoing, that it is deemed unneces* 
sary to publish them at large. 

The pastor addressed, the following letter to a member 
of the ex parte Council : 

To the Rev. , D. D. 

Rev. anddear Sir, — I have been informed that you are a member 
of an ex parte Council, assembled here to-day to hear certain com- 
plaints which are to ^e preferred against me by a committee of my 
parish. You will perceive bjf my protest, that I wholly decline the 
jurisdiction of this ex parte Council. 

In a formal .paper, like a protest, it did not seem necessary that I 
should do morte than object generally to all its proceedings, and deny, 
in terms, its authority. I am entirely willing, however, my dear sir, 
to present to you, as a friend of long standing, a brief state of the 
facts of the case, which have governed my conduct. 

I think the Council has ho jurisdiction, because it is ex parte, and 
because no cause exists for summoning an ex parte Council. 

I. Because in the proceedings of the parish, which have issued 
in your being asked to sit as an ex parte Council, the church in this 
parish have neither/been invited, nor permitted, to have any part, 
although from the first proposal of a Council, and uniformly since, 
they have expressed their desire, both to the parish and to the pas- 
tor, to unite in calling a mutual Council, and claimed merely a con- 
i' current voice, on the ground of equity and ecclesiastical usage ; and 
other parishioners have, in like manner, expressed, in a Memorial ta 
the parish, the same desire of the concurrent voice of the church. 
Such concurrence is believed to be requisite from ecclesiastical usage, 
and from the mode of my settlement in this parish. 

1. From ecclesiastical usage. The congregational churches, from 
the beginning, have been accustomed to havS'a distinct voice in all 
proceedings relating to the settlement and dismission of ministers, or 
the preferring of complaints against them ; and in cases affecting their 
rights and privileges. 

2. From the mode of my settlement. I was called to the pastoral 
and ministerial office in this church and congregation by the distinct 
and concurrent votes of the church and of the parish. The church 
was a party to the contract which has so long subsisted between 
myself and this people. The church therefore, as well as the parish, 
ought, I apprehend, to be a party to any measures tending to the 
dissolution of that relation, and to have the opportunity, at least, of 
giving, by a distinct voice, their concurrence in those measures. 

II. Because a mutual ecclesiastical Council has ilot been decline^ 
on my part. The uniform ecclesiastical usage in this State renders 
the calling of an ex parte Council proper and valid, only when a reg- 
ular mutual Council has been declined. The parish have, through 
their committee, proposed to me a mutual Council : But I have not 
declined a mutual Couneil; on the coatrary, I have distinctly and re- 
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peatedly declared my consent to such a Council, should it he reg;a< 
larly called, and my readiness to co-operate with the committee 'm 
calling such a Council. That I have never declined such a Coondiv 
may he seen by my first answer of the 28th of January last to tiM; 
parish , and by all my subsequent communications on that subject. Froit \ 
these communications it may also be seen, that, while I have ezpresi 
ed to the committee my desire that the church might have a coa> 
current voice in calling the Council, 1 have never yet, in point ot&itt, 
refused a mutual Council, to be chosen in the manner which ^ 
parish have preferred. However I might have ultimately deeided 
thatquestion, I thought it my duty to state to the committee of Qm 
parish the manner in which I considered the Council should be 
chosen, aiid to request them to lay before the parish my answer to 
their proposal, expressive of my wishes upon the subject, which they 
have declined to do ; and while the claims of the church were, as I 
supposed, in discussion before the committee of the parish, they 
broke off* the discussion, and called an ex parte Council. — In these 
circumstances I have supposed that ministers would not consent tx^ 
sit as upon an Ecclesiastical Council ; but, however they may decide 
on that for themselves, it is clear, in my opinion, that their proceed- 
ings would not be valid. 

Permit me to add : The introduction of an ex parte Council, in 
this case, would, 1 apprehend, be a departure from such usage as has 
become the common law of our churches, and would furnish a pre* 
cedent, which, if followed and sanctioned, might violate, or impair, 
the obligation of the most solemn contracts, and deprive our churches 
of those invaluable rights, the enjoyment and maintenance of which 
were the primary object of our forefathers in forming the first settle- 
ment of New England. 

Believing, my dear sir, that you will receive this communication 
in the friendly spirit in which it is written, 

I am your's tfUly, with respect and regard, 

A. HOLMES. 
Cambridge, 19th May, 1829. 

Result of the ex parte Council. 

Cambridge, May 19, A. D, 1829. 

In pursuance of letters missive from a committee of the first parish 
in Cambridge, an ecclesiastical Council assembled in the old Court- 
house, to hear and advise in relation to difficulties and matters in con- 
troversy existing between said parish and the Rev. Abiel Holmes, D. D. 
their pastor; and continued in session, by adjournments, till May 21st. 

Concord, Ezra Ripley, D. D. — Deacon Reuben Brown, jr, 
Roxbury, Eliphalet Porter, D. D. — Deacon William Davis. 
Worcester, Aaron Bancroft, D. D. — Brother Samuel M, Bumside, 
Lancaster, J^athaniel Thayer, D.D.— Deacon Joel Wilder, 
Salem, James Flint, D. D. — Brother Zechariah F. SUsbee. 
Portsmouth, JVatfian Parker, D. D. 

The Council organized by the appointment of Ezra Ripley, D. D. 
Moderator. 

^Alaithaniel leaver, D. D. Scribe. ' 

Brother Samuel M, Bumside, Assistant Scribe. 
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The Rev. Moderator led the Council in prayer. 

A communication, delivered to the Rev. Dr. Ripley, from the Rev. 
Dr. Holmes, denying the jurisdiction of this Council, was read, with 
certain papers designed hy members of the church and parish as a 
remonstrance against the continued sessions and proceedings of this 
Council. Whereupon Voted, That the Rev. Dr. Porter and Brother 
Zechariah F. Silsbee be a committee to wait upon and inform the 
Rev. Dr. Holmes, that this Council have received and read the com- 
munication made by him ; by the committee of the church ; and by 
individuals of the parish ; and will be happy to receive from them, 
either by person or in writing, any further iniformation, which he or 
they shall think it proper to introduce. 

The committee reported that they had waited upon the Rev. Dr. 
Hohnes ; were kindly received ; and were told by him, that he had 
no further communication to make to this Council. 

On the part of the committee of the parish, their proceedings in re- 
lation to the Rev. Dr. Holmes were introduced, accompanied by va- 
rious communications which passed to and from said committee and 
Rev. Dr. Holmes ; bringing to view the conditions, upon which be 
and a majority of the members of his church would consent to the 
calling of a mutual Coupcil. 

Voted, unanimously. That Dr. Holmes has declined a compliance 
with the request of the parish to call a mutual Council ; except upon 
conditions, with which the parish could not comply, consistently with 
their rights.* 

Attended also to a paper, purporting to be a complaint forwarded 
by a committee of the parish to Dr. Holmes ; and to the papers, 
forming a correspondence between him and- his parishioners. 

Attended also to the reading of extracts from several pamphlets 
produced with a view to communicate to this Council the history of 
this parish and their former ministers, the Rev. Dr. Appleton and the 
Rev. Mr. Hilliard ; to evince the spirit of Dr. Holmes in past years, 
and the rules by which he believed it indispensable that a christian 
minister should be guided ; and to possess them of all facts requisite 
to a competent knowledge and judgment of the case submitted to 
them. 

A number of witnesses were introduced, who testified to the fol- 
lowing points, viz. that for about three years past, the intercourse of 
the Rev. Dr. Holmes with his brethren in the ministry had been of 
an exclusive character ; that candidates and ministers who were pre- 
viously introduced into his pulpit l^ad been excluded by him ; that 
the preaching of the Rev. Dr. Holmes had become uncharitable and 
denunciatoryf ; that these severaV causes had alienated the aflfections 



* Consistently with what rigfits ? With the right to choose half the mem- 




puted, and would not have been. What right of the pariui then would have 
Been yielded, if they had assented to the proposal of Dr. Holmes and the 
church 7 Obviously no right at allj unless it be contended tha^he parish 
have a right to trample on tne church at pleasure. 

f The witness who testified 'Mhat the preaching of Dr. Holmes had be- 
come imcharitable and denunciatory/' is a gentleman who was dismissed 
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of a majority of the parish, and tended to the injury and dissolution of 
the society. 

The Hon. Samuel Hoar, in behalf of the parish, then presented be- 
fore the Council, in its various relations and bearings, the controversy 
between the parish and the Rev. Dr. Holmes ; and closed his address 
with a submission of the question. Is it expedient, proper and just 
that the relation of the Rev. Dr. Holmes to the first parish in Cam- 
bridge, as their pastor, be dissolved ? 

Alter deliberating upon and reviewing the facts and various evi- 
dence offered for our consideration and decision, the Council adopt 
the following votes : 

Voted, That there is plenary evidence of the facts, that Dr. Holmes 
has materially varied in his ministerial and christian intercourse from 
that of his two immediate predecessors, and from that of more than 
thirty years of' his own ministry ;* that such change more essentially 
affects the peace, comfort and edification of the parish than any mere 
change in speculation or in points of dogmatical theology ; that this 
change has been persisted in, contrary to repeated remonstrances of 
a large majority of the parish, consisting of about three fourths of the 
legal voters, including several members of the church; that this 



from the first church in Cambridge to join the church in Harvard College, in 
1814. He has stated to Dr. Holmes, since the Council, Uiat he did not tue 
the word "denunciatory," and should wA use it. But on more recent and 
particular inouiry by another person, he has admitted, that when asked by 
a member of^ the Council whether the preaching of Dr. Holmes had not 
become uncharitable and denunciatory, he said that it had, although he did 
not himself use the word " denunciatory :'' a distinction about words, of 
which no man not well versed in the learned languages would have thought 
of availing himself! Dr. Holmes denies the charge here made, and appesJs 
to his manuscripts, which may be examined to ascertain whether there can be 
found in them all a sentence of denunciation against those of other denomi- 
nations. — The same gentleman stated before the Council, that he had taken 
the liberty to speak to Dr. Holmes, on the subject of his offensive preaching, 
by way of caution. When this caution was given, the gentleman did not 
state; and as Dr. Holmes has no recollection of it, the reader, as well as 
ourselves, must be content to remain in ignorance. 

Another prominent witness, a member of the church, stated that " the 
preaching or Dr. Holmes had become so offensive, that he was induced to 
worship m other places one half the time ;'' and in regard to the alleged 
state of seriousness in the society for some time past, and the admissions to 
the church, ** that he believed then, and always should believe, that these acces- 
iions, and especially when seven were admitted at one time, were the result of a 
concerted plan for the purpose of making a show." This attack upon the 
character of the pastor, the deacons, a majority of the male members of the 
church, and upon the seven individuals admitted to the church, is but one 
amongst the many instances of the melancholy effects of long-indulged and 
over-wrouffht feeling. It is hoped, for the sake of the unhappy author of it, 
that he will be as quick to repent, as those aUacked are ready to forgive 
him. ** 

* The two immediate predecessors of Dr. Holmes never exchanged with 
avowed Unitarians; and although Dr. H. himself has been slow to believe, 
in regard to certain individuals, that they were Unitarians, he has never 
intended to exchange with those who openly avowed the sentiment — and 
especially with those who rejected, as most Unitarians now do, the doctrine 
ofgrace. 
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course has greatly grieved them ; and so far impaired their confidence 
in their pastor, as to preclude the possibility of continuing his minis- 
terial relation to them, either with comfort to himself, or any pros- 
pect of advancing their religious interests. 

Voted, That &e 'first parish in Cambridge have sufficient cause to 
terminate the contract subsisting between them and the Rev. Dr. 
I^olmes as their minister ; and this Council recommend the measure 
as necessary to the existence and spiritual prosperity of the society. 

This Council wish it to be distinctly understood, that the service 
to which we have in providence been called, is one of the most pain- 
ful services of our life. We do not arraign or condemn the motives 
of the Rev. Dr. Holmes. We are happy to testify, that all our im- 
pressions of his ceurse during the peaceful state of his society are as- 
sociated with the most interesting and honorable views of his minis- 
terial character and the christian spirit. We sympathize with him 
under his trials,* and devoutly pray that the consolations and rewards 
of the religion he has preached may be his inheritance. 

We lament with the parish, that the principles and practice of the 
times on which we have fallen have in any degree interrupted the 
quiet, and blighted the prospects of a society, which, from the earliest 
period of its existence, has known how good and how joyful it is for 
Christians to dwell together in unity. 

We honor the members of this parish for the marked deliberation, 
candor, frankness, veneration for the christian ministry, and for the 
institutions of the gospel, apparent in all their measures. f We oflfer 
them our sympathy and friendly aid. We urge them in the exercise 
of charity and tenderness to prosecute their future course. We im- 
plore for them the guidance and benediction of Heaven, and that this 
christian community may be built up in faith, order, purity, prosperi- 
ty, charity and peace. 

Voted, unanimously, to accept and publish the above as the result 
of Council. EZRA RIPLEY, Moderator. 

Nathaniel Thayer, Scribe. 

Sajvii/^Ij M . BuRNsiDE, Assistant Scribe, 

A true copy.— NATHANIEL THAYER, ScHbe. 

As the whole question whether Dr. Holmes has, or has 
not, been regularly and legally dismissed from the first 

*Tiie sympathy here expressed, if felt at all, must have been a feeling of 
a very extraordinary character 5 — like the sympathy of him who should 
knock down his neighbor, and then sympathize with him because he did not 
stand 3 — or like the s^^mpathy of him who should take away another's living, 
and then sv'mpathize with him because he was poor. Tlie Council recom- 
mend Dr. Holmes's dismission, and then sympathize with him because he 
must be dismissed ! They do all in their power to furtlier the designs of his 
opposers, and add weight to his trials, and then sympathize with him under 
bis trials ! 

t The readers of the foregoing pages will jud^e for themselves to bow 
much honor Dr. Holmes's opposers are entitled for the properties here 
ascribed to them. We shall know too, from henceforth, what measures a 
Council, of "liberal sentiments,'' esteem and honor, as the result of "marked 
''deliberation, carutorf/ranknesSf veneration for the, Christian ministry ^ and for 
the institutions of the gospel," 
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parish iii Cambridge depends on .the validity of the fore- 
going result, it will be necessary, at some fime, to exam- 
ine it with particular attention. All Ve shall attempt at 
present, will be to state the proper questions respecting it, 
and to offer a few remarks, tending to lead the public 
mind to a correct decision. 

According to establbhed Ecclesiastical usage, and to 
the decisions of our Courts, an ex parte Council has no 
jurisdiction, unless it be impartially chosen, and unless a 
regular mutual Council has been previously offered and 
refused. Now it will appear from the foregoing papers, 
that the committee of the parish offered Dr. Holmes a 
mutual Council, which he did not refuse. So far from 
this, he uniformly expressed his readiness apd his desire 
for a mutual Council, and only wished that the church, 
as a party interested, and as a matter of right, might, if it 
pleased, be known in the calling of it. Accordingly, Dr. 
Holmes and the church repeatedly offered to unite with 
the committee of the parish in calling a mutual Council 
—a Council of which the said committee should select 
one half — a Council in which all their rights should be 
respected ; which offer the committee expressly and re- 
peatedly rejected. Dr. Holmes requested the committee 
to refer this proposal to the parish for consideration, but 
they refused to do even that. And under these circum- 
stances, they proceeded to call an ex parte Council — not 
an impartial one, but one composed entirely of their own 
parti/ — by whom Dr. Holmes's dismission was authorized 
and sanctioned. 

The questions Necessary to be decided, in judging of 
this subject, are. What is a regular mutual Council for 
the dismission of a minister — such an one as is agreeable 
to the usages of Congregational churches, and as has been 
sanctioned, by the Courts of Massachusetts? And did 
the committee of the parish offer, and did Dr, Holmes re-- . 
fuse, such a Council 7 And in deciding these questions, it 
is not necessary to decide all the questions which .may be 
started, on the subject of Councils. It is not necessary 
to decide the abstract question, Whether a regular mutu- 
al Council for the dismission of a pastor can be called by 
the parish and the pastor, without the church) though 
this is a question which our fathers, even down to the last 
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generation, would have found no difficalty in deciding : 
For when the church objects to the calling of such a 
Council, and refuses to unite in it (as was the case with 
the church at Sandwich) — or when the church consents to 
the measure, but chooses to stand aloof, and have little to 
do with it, (as was the case with the first mutual Council 
at Dorchester)— it may be admitted that the pastor and 
parish may call a regular Council ; and still, the question 
respecting the regularity of the Council proposed by the 
committee of the first parish in Cambridge remain unde- 
cided. For here, the church did not object to a mutual 
Council, and refuse to unite in it ; nor did they choose to 
stand aloof, and have nothing to do with it. They wished 
a mutual Council, offered one, urged one, and only desired^ 
as they were a party vitally interested, that they might, in 
some proper way, be known in the transaction. And the 
committee of the parish refused them, rejected them, and 
would not suffer them to have part or lot in the matter. 
The proper question to be decided, therefore, in judging 
of the regularity of the mutual Council proposed by this 
committee, and consequently of the validity of the doings 
of the ex parte Council, is, not whether a pastor and 
parish can call a regular mutual Council fox the dismis- 
sion of the pastor, when the church objects and refuses to 
unite — nor whether a pastor and parish can regularly call 
such a Council, when the church consents to the measure, 
but chooses to have no part in it ; — but the proper ques^ 
tion is, whether the pastor and parish can regularly caU 
such a Council, when the church neither o^ects to tht 
measure, nor chooses to stand aloof from it, but wishes 
and offers to have a proper part in it, and is rejected. 
This obviously is the question, on which the validity of 
Dr. Holmes's dismission depends ; and how shall it be de^ 
eided ? There can be no doubt how it will be decided by 
Congregational churches, the world over, if we except a 
few Unitarian churches, calling themselves Congregation- 
al, in and around the metropolis of Massachusetts. But 
how will it be decided by the Supreme Court of this Com- 
monwealth? They will undoubtedly be called upon to 
decide it ; and what will be their decision ? On this sul^* 
ject, it does not become us. at present so much as to con- 
jecture. One thing is certain, they will have no prece- 
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dents to guide them to a decision ; as no similar qnestfoii 
is known to have been decided by any Court in Massa- 
chusetts. It shall be our prayer and hope that they may 
be guided by that wisdom which is from above. > 

On the 8th of June, the parish, at a notified meeting, 
voted to accept the Result of the tx pixrte Council ; and, 
according to its recommendation, voted and declared the 
Pastor's connexion with the parish to be dissolved. 

ABSTRACT. 

At a legal meeting of the freeholders and other inhabitants of die 
first parish in Cambridge, in the County of Middlesex, and Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, qualified by law to vote in parish affidrs, 
hM at the Old Court-house in said parish, on Monda^ the eighth 
day of June, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred 
and twenty nine ; — 

** On the fourth article in the Warrant for the present meeting of 
said parish, viz. * To hear, and act on, the result of the ex parte Ec- 
desiastical Council, lately elected by said last mentioned committee, 
for the purpose mentioned in the last preceding article,' it was 

Voted, unanimously. That the result therein mentioned of the 
Ecclesiastical Council Uierein mentioned, be, and hereby is, fuUy ap- 
proved and accepted by said parish, and that said result and this vote 
thereon be recorded by the clerk of said parish on the records of 
said parish.** 

<< On the fifth article in the Warrant for this meeting of said parish, 
viz. < To see if said parish will, — pursuant to said result of said ex 
parte Ecclesiastical Council, and for the reasons and causes therdn 
mentioned, — dismiss the Rev. Dr. Holmes ttom his office of pastor 
of said parish, and terminate the contract subsisting between said 
parish and him, as their pastor, or minister,* it was 

Voted, unanimously, That, pursuant to the result, mentioned in 
said fifth article, and ior the reasons and causes mentioned in sidd 
result, the Rev. Dr. Abiel Holmes be, and he hereby is, dismissed 
from his office of minister of the gospel and teacher or piety, religioa 
and morality in said parish, and that all connexion between aud 
Holmes, as such minister or teacher, and said parish, do and shaD 
henceforth cease." 

« On the sixth article in the Warrant for the present meethie of 
said parish, viz. < If said parish shall dismiss the Rev. Dr. Holmes 
from his office of pastor of said parish, as aforesaid, to see if said 
parish will appoint a committee to settle with him, in relation to his 
salary and to all demands by him aeainst said parish, by virtue of the 
contract between said parish and him, as their pastor, and in relation 
to all the real estate, whereof he is seized, as such pastor of said 
parish, and belonging to said parish, or either of them, wh|eh said 
Holmes, as such pastor, now holds and enjoys ; and to pay hun what 
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Md be jttsfly due. to him, under and by rirtue of said eontract, on 
such settlement* and any other or further sum, which said parish 
shall, by vote, direct and authorize said last mentioned committee to 
pay him, or which said parish shall, by vote, grant him, on any eqi^- 
table principle, although not due to him in strictness of law * — said 
parish having, by vote, dismissed the Rev. Dr. Holmes from his 
office of pastor of said parish, as expressed in said vote, it was 

Voted, unanimously. That said parish will appoint a committee 
for the several purposes mentioned in said sixth article ; and said 
parish, in addition to what is due to said Holmes to this day, further 
hereby grant to said Holmes, on equitable principles, but not as his 
legal right, the sum of one hundred and seventy three dollars and 
eighty two cents, equal to the pecuniary part of the salary, which 
would have become payable to him, as pastor of said parish, for three 
months from this eighth day of June current, the day of said meet- 
ing, had he not been dismissed as aforesaid, from said office ; and the 
use and occupation of the several parcels of real estate heretofore 
holden and . enjoyed by him^ as such pastor of said parish, until the 
twenty fifth day of January next, but no longer : which said sum of 
one hundred and seventy tnree dollars and eighty two cents, said last 
mentioned committee are hereby authorized and required to draw 
from the treasury of said parish, and to deliver and pay to said 
Holmes, on or before the eighth day of September next, which last 
mentioned sum of money includes what would be payable both from 
the treasurer of the parish and from the trustees of the ministerial 
fund for said three months." 

<* On the seventh article in the Warrant for this meeting of said 
parish, viz. * If said parish shall, as above mentioned, dismiss the 
Rev. Dr. Holmes from his office of pastor of said parish, to see if 
said parish will appoint a committee to take care of the meeting 
house of said parish and the pulpit therein, so far as said meeting 
bouse and pulpit shall be necessary, or be wanted, for relisrious pur- 
poses, and to procure and employ, for said parish, a suitable preacher, 
or preachers, to supply said pulpit, and to pay such preacher, or 
preachers, for supplying said pulpit, by drawing orders on the treas- 
urer of said parish, or otherwise, as shall be expedient.* — Said parish 
having, by vote, dismissed the Rev. Dr. Holmes from his office of 
pastor of said parish, as expressed in the vote of said parish, this day 
passed on the fifth article in said Warrant, it was 

Voted, unanvnously. That said parish will, and they do, hereby 
appoint a committee to take care of the meeting house of said parish 
and the pulpit therein, so far as said meeting house and pulpit shall 
he necessary, or be wanted, for religious purposes, and to procure 
and employ, for said parish, a suitable preacher, or preachers, to sup- 
ply said pulpit, and to pay such preacher, or preachers, for supplying 
flaid pulpit, by drawing orders on the treasurer of said parish, or 
otherwise, as shall be expedient." 

A true copy from the records of the first parish in Cambridge. 

Attest, WILLIAM J. WHIPPLE, Clerk of said Parish. 



52 

The result of the ex parte Coancil having been adqU- 
ed, a committee was appointed to communicate the trans- 
actions of this meeting to the pastor. 

The parish clerk made a communication, to which the 
pastor replied as follows : 

SiiTy — I received yesterday, through you, as the parish clerk, a cer- 
Ufied copy of the votes of the parish, passed on the 8th instant. By 
these votes I perceive that my connexion with the parish, as their 
minister, is declared to be dissolved, and that a dismission, in pursu- 
ance of the Result of the ex parte Council, recently called by said 
parish, is supposed to take place. As I have previously entere4 my 
Protest against the jurisdiction of said Council, and have denied their 
right to take any cognizance of the complaint exhibited against me by 
said parish, I now give notice to you, and, through you, to the inhal^> 
itants of said parish, that I still consider myself as the lawful minis- 
ter of said parish, and do hold myself ready to perform any and all 
the duties, in or out of the pulpit, which belong to my office as Pas- 
tor of the First Church and Society in Cambridge. 

Yours, A. HOLMES. . 

P. S. You are requested to communicate this to the committee 
of the parish authorized to take cognizance of this subject ; and I 
ask the favour of an early answer. A. H. 

/^Cambridge, 11th June, 1829. 

lb the JRev. Dr. Holmes. 

StTy — In your letter, dated 11th June, 1829, addressed to William J. 
Whipple, Esq. and by him communicated to the subscribers, die 
committee of the first parish in Cambridge ** who have cognizance 
of the subject*' mentioned in that letter, you acknowledge the re- 
ceipt of " a certified copy of the votes of the parish, passed on the 
8th instant," and you deny the jurisdiction of the ex parte CouncO 
therein mentioned, and the legality of your dismission from the office 
of pastor of said parish by one of said votes, pursuant to the result 
of said Council ; and you notify the inhabitants of said parish, that 
you still consider yourself " as the lawful minister of the parish, and 
hold" yourself ** ready to perform any and all duties, in and out of 
the pulpit, which belong to" your ** office, as pastor of the first 
church and society in Cambridge." In answer to your said letter, 
said committee, in behalf of said parish, state to you, that said 
Council had jurisdiction of the complaint exhibited to said Council 
against you ; that said result is legal and valid ; that said dismisdon 
from said office conforms to said result and to law ; that your con- 
nexion with said parish as their minister is legally dissolved ; that 
you are not the minister, or pastor, of said parish ; nor have you 
been such minister, or pastor, since said dismission ; that as such 
minister, or pastor, you do not owe any such duties as aforesaid to 
said parish, and that said parish refuses to accept from you any ser- 
vice, or services, as such minister, or pastor, thereof. Hereafter you 
cannot occupy nor use the pulpit in the meeting house of said pansh. 
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18 it will be exdusiTely appropriated to such preacher, or preachers, 
as said parish shall employ to supply it. 

We are, sir, respectfully, your obedient servants, 

ABRAHAM HILLIAAD, 1 
ABEL WHITNEY, 
JOSEPH HOLMES, 

FRAS. DANA, ^Committee. 

SYLVANUS PLYMPTON, 
WILLIAM J. WHIPPLE, 
JOB WYTHE, 
'Cambridge, June 12th, 1829. 

The church with other parishioners who had protested 
against the proceedings of the parish and against the 
jurisdiction of the ex parte Council, together with other 
aggrieved members of the society, considering Dr. H. 
as still their pastor, and knowing that he was ready to per- 
form any duties pertaining to his pastoral office, were dis- 
posed to meet together with one accord, in one place, for 
an observance of the appropriate duties of the Lord's day. 
Their disposition and desire being made known to their 
pastor, with information that they would assemble at the 
old court house on the ensuing Sabbath, at the usual time 
of divine service ; their pastor met them there, according- 
ly, and performed the service to a full, attentive, and 
solemn assembly. 

In the mean time, the church, with the pastor, had con- 
voked an advisory Council. 

RESULT OF COUNCIL. 

An Ecclesiastical Council was convened at the Old Court house 
in Cambridge, June 17, 1829, by letters missive from the pastor and 
first church of Christ in Cambridge, to give them advice and counsel 
in their peculiar and trying circumstances — were present from the 
Second church in Newton — Rev. William Greenough^ pastor, 

Br. James Fuller, delegate. 
Second Presb*n ch. in Newburyport — Rev. Daniel Dana, D. D. pastor. 
Church in Bedford — Rev. Samuel Steams, pastor, 

Dea. Michael Crosby, delegate. 
Church in Theol. Seminary Andover — Rev. Moses Stuart, pastor, 

Br. Samuel Farrar, delegate. 
Church in North Brookfield — Rev. ThonUis Snell, D. D. pastor. 
Third church in Sal^m — Rev. Brown Emerson, pastor, 

Br. Alfred Greenleaf, delegate. 
First church in Charlestown — Rev. Warren Fay, D. D. pastor, 

Dea. Isaac Warren, delegate. 
Church in Hadley— Rev. John Woodbridge, D. D. pastor, 

Br. Dudley Smith, delegate. 
South church in Dedham — Rev. William Cogswell, pastor, 

Br. Jacob Guild, delegate. 
Old Sou0i church, Boston — Rev. B, B. Wisner, D. D. pastor, 

Br. Samuel T, Jirmstrong, dele. 

5* 
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Tb6 Council was organized by choosing th6 Rev. WilUam Gree- 
nougb, Moderator, Rev. Warren Fay, Scribe, and Rev. William Con- 
well, Assistant Scribe. The Council were then led in prayer by uie 
Moderator. 

The Rev. Dr. Holmes and a committee of the church presented 
the papers and communications which had passed between Dr. 
Holmes, the church, and the first parish in Cambridge. Having 
heard these papers and documents, and other statements and evi- 
dence, after some deliberation and the appointment of a committee 
to report the subjects which demand the special consideration of 
this Council, — ^Voted, to adjourn to 9 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

June 18th. Met according to adjournment, and the meeting was 
opened with prayer by the Rev. Dr. Dana. 

The committee appointed yesterday made their report ; — ^the sub- 
jects which were presented relating to Dr. Holmes, and the first 
church and parish in Cambridge, were taken up, and fully and delib- 
erately considered by the Council ; after which they unanimously 
came to the following Result : 

It appears to this Council upon satisfactory evidence, that when 
the Rev. Dr. Holmes became the pastor and minister of the first 
/ church and parish in Cambridge, his known and avowed religious 
sentiments were those usually denominated orthodox, and that he 
was settled by the church and society, in view of this fact, with 
great unanimity ; — and also that he has continued, down to the pres- 
ent time, to cherish and to present the same religious views which 
he professed at the time of his settlement ; — and has performed his 
X. . duties as pastor and minister of the first church and parish in Cam- 
bridge with a good degree of fidelity. 

It also appears to this Council, that when Dr. Holmes settled in 
? Cambridge, it was without any engagement, expressed or implied* 
to exchange with Unitarians.* 

There were very few, if any. Congregational ministers in Massa- 
chusetts, who were known and avowed Unitarians at the time of his 
settlement: It could not be expected, therefore, that any such pledge 
should be demanded or given. The fact, that Dr. Holmes declines 
/ exchanging with known Unitarian ministers, is therefore no violation 
y- of his pastoral engagements. Though Dr. Holmes does not now 
exchange with all those with whom he may have formerly exchanged, 
this by no means proves a change in the principles of Dr. Holmes. 
If it can be shown, as we fully believe it can, that those gentlemen 
with whom he has discontinued exchanges, have themselves changed 
in the developement of their principles, if not in regard to the princi- 
ples themselves, since the time of Dr. Holmes's settlement; then 
consistency and uniformity on his part seem to demand that he 
should discontinue his ministerial intercourse with them. That Dr. 
Holmes does not deviate from the practice of his predecessors in 
not interchanging with Unitarians, is obvious from the fact, that in 
their day there were not known to be any Congregational ministers 
in the Commonwealth openly and avowedly Unitarian in sentiment. 
This Council here feel constrained to declare their full conviction, 
that no minister of the Gospel can consent to have his ministerial 
exchanges controlled by others, without a relinquishment of his in> 
ali^nabte rights, and the sacrifice of a good conscience. 
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It Airther appears to this Council, that Dr. Holmes is justifiable in 
refusing to comply with the demand of the parish ** to reject Dr. 
Tf atts's Psalms and Hymns, now in the meeting house, and to sub- 
stitute therefore the Collection of Psalms and Hymns now used in the yf/ 
Chapel of Harvard University ; to discontinue the public evening 
lectures in the meeting house of said parish, and in said parish, by 
clergymen of the Calvinistic denomination ; to discontinue his exchan- 
ges with clergymen of said denomination ; and in case he shall not 
comply, to ask a dismission from the office of pastor of said church." 
Demands of such a nature could not be complied with by any minister ^ 
of the Gospel, professing the principles of Dr. Holmes, consistently ^ 
with his duty, or with a regard to the best interests of his people. 

It is further apparent, that Dr. Holmes, in his correspondence 
with a committee of the parish, has not refused a mutual Council, to 
be summoned according to the scriptural rights and general usage of 
the Congregational churches in this Commonwealth ; but, on the 
contrary, he has repeatedly offered to unite in the calling of such a 
Council. Both he and the church distinctly stated to the parish com- 
mittee, that they conceded to them the privilege of designating one 
half the members of such Council. 

In view of all the facts and evidence presented to this Council, 
they are unanimously of the opinion, that the Rev. Dr. Holmes has 
not in any way forfeited his office as pastor of the first church and 
parish in Cambridge ; and that he is still, according to ecclesiastical 
usage, the pastor and minister of said church and parish. 

It may be proper for this Council further testate, that, in their 
opinion, the first church in Cambridge in claiming to be recognized 
in the convocation of a Council to advise with regard to measures 
deeply interesting to therrit and tending to the dismission of their 
pastor, have claimed only their right, and what a due regard to the 
cause of their Divine Master would induce them to claim. 

This Council deeply sympathize with this ancient and beloved 
church, and with their venerated pastor, in that they are for the pres- 
ent exiled from the sanctuary and the altar where they and their 
fathers have worshipped ; and the pastor, after having performed the 
duties of the ministry here for almost forty years, now declared by 
the parish to be no longer their minister ; and this without any as- 
signable cause, excepting his preaching and causing to be preached 
to his people, that Gospel of Jesus Christ, which his predecessors 
preached, and which he believed and preached, when he entered on 
the ministry in this place. The Council cannot fail to commend the 
christian forbearance and kindness, and firmness and decision, which 
have marked the proceedings of the church and its pastor during the 
extraordinary measures which the parish have adopted to turn away 
the latter from the conscientious discharge of his duty, and to take 
from the church both its ecclesiastical rights and its beloved pastor 
and guide. 

As Dr. Holmes is sUH, according to ecclesiastical usage, the pastor 
and minister of the first church and parish in Cambrids^e ; and as the 
parish has by its votes excluded him from his pulpit, the Council ap- 
prove the course pursued by him in continuing to perform parochial 
duties wherever and to whomsoever he may have opportunity ; and 
advise him, and the church, and other friends of truth, " not to for- 
•ake the assembling of themselves together ;" but to maintain divine 
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worship and the celebration of divine ordinances. The church, we 
doubt not, with its pastor, will take all suitable measures to promote 
its purity and spirituality, to maintain its rights, and to preserve it9 
unity in the faith and order of the gospel. Instead of discouragement^ 
the church, its pastor, and the friends of truth in this place, haye 
abundant reason to be greatly encouraged, and to hold on their way^ 
with stroDg expectation, that the blessing of Heaven will attend their 
efforts and sacrifices, that the Spirit will be poured out from on high, 
and the word of God have free course and be«gIorified in the midst 
of them. They should remember, that while they are now a spec- 
tacle to men, they are acting not only for themselves, but for the 
cause of truth ; &r which the learned and godly Shepard, tlie first 
pastor of this church, labored so abundantly ; on account of whose 
'* vigilance in detecting, and zeal in opposing the errors of the day,— 
and his enlightening and powerful ministry, when the foundation of 
a college was to be laid, Cambridge, rather than any other place, 
was pitched upon to be the seat of that happy Seminary." 

The pastor and the church may be assured, that they will have the 
prayers, the sympathy, and the co-operation of the friends of evan* 

felical truth as extensively as their peculiar circumstances are knownl 
•et them, then, be of good courage, be strong in the Lord and in 
the power of his might, hold on their course, and their path shall be- 
come brighter and brighter until the perfect day. 
Voted unanimously. 

W. GREENOUGH, Moderator. 
Attest. Warren Fay, Scribe. 

William Cogswell,^ Assist. Scribe. 

This Result of Council was conununicated to the 
church, at a notified meeting on the evening of the eiifu- 
ing Sabbath, June 25 ;. when the church "* 

Voted, unanimously, That the Result of the Council, called by the 
church and its pastor, on the I7th inst. meets its approbation, and 
that the counsel and advice therein contained will be, by divine aid, 
religiously followed. 

Divine service has accordingly be§n held statedly by 
the pastor and church, with a respectable niimber of the 
society, since their exclusion from the place of their ac- 
customed worship. The whole number of members 
belonging to the first church in Cambridge is about ninety. 
Of these, full two thirds have followed their venerable 
pastor, and still continue to attend upon his ministry. 
The number of male members in the church is twenty 
one. Of these, fifteen have been the uniform friends and 
supporters of Dr. Holmes, and only two have taken ao 
active part in the measures adopted by the parish to effect 
his dismission. Of the whole number who usually wor- 
flhipped in the niteeting house previous to the separation, 
about one half have withdrawn, and statedly worship with 
the church and the pastor. 
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The following letter from those individuals of the church 
who still worship in the meeting house, will show the 
course which has been adopted there. 

At a meeting of the church of the first parish in Cambridge, being 
the first church in Cambridge, on the twelfth day of July, A. D. 
1829, by adjournment of the meeting of said church duly notified 
and held, at the meeting house of said parish, on the 28th day of 
June last past — 

Whereas the first parish in Cambridge, by vote, on the eighth day 
of June last past, pursuant to the previous result of the Ecclesiastical 
Council mentioned in that vote, dismissed the Rev. Dr. Abiel Holmes 
from his office of minister of the Gospel and teacher of piety, religion 
and morality in said parish, and dissolved all connexion between said 
Holmes, as such minister, or teacher, and said parish — 

And whereas, since that day, said parish, by their committee duly 
appointed for the purpose, have employed preachers to supply the 
pulpit in the meeting house of said parish, who have, from that day 
to^e present time, on every Sabbath, preached in that pulpit to the 
Inftbitants of said parish, and numerous other persons, who have 
attended public worship there — 

And whereas William Hilliard and James Munroe, who were the 
deacons of the church of said parish, before and at the time of said 
dismission of said Holmes from his said office, as such minister, or 
teacher, as aforesaid, and divers other persons^ who were at that 
time, members of said church, have wholly neglected to attend pub- 
lic worship in said meeting house with said parish, and to attend the 
meetings and the communion of said church there, and have adhered 
to said Holmes, as their minister, and have exclusively attended pub- 
lic worship in the Court-house, under the preaching of said Holmes 
and other ministers there, and have had the sacrament of thi^ Lord's 
supper^ administered there by said Holmes, and said Hilliard and 
Munroe have acted as deacons at the administration thereof there, 
and wholly neglected the church of said parish and left it destitute of 
deacons to peilorm the usual and customary duties of that office in 
said church ; which said conduct of said Hilliard and Munroe, in re* 
lation to said church, amounts either to a legal abandonment and 
abdication of their said offices of deacons of said church, or at least, 
to a sufficient legal cause for dismissing them from their said offices.—* 

And whereas, it is necessary, under existing circumstances, to have 
a deacon or deacons, a moderator and a clerk or scribe in said 
church ; in the facts above recited, said church consider it not only 
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their right but also their duty at this time, to pass the following votes, 
to wit. — 

Votedf — As said William Hilliard and James Mum'oe have separa- 
ted themselves as above stated from said church, and abdicated ic 
abandoned their offices as deacons therein, and left said church de? 
titute of a deacon, that said Hilliard and Munroe, severally be re- 
moved and dismissed from his office of deacon of said church, if the 
above stated facts do not amount in law to a fegal abdication or aban- 
donment of said office of deacon ; and that the office of deacon in 
said church is now vacant, and that it is expedient and necessary now 
to elect a deacon or deacons thereof. 

Voted, — To elect by ballot. , 

Voted, — That Abel Whitney be a deacon of said church. 

Voted, — That Sylvanus Plympton be the clerk or scribe of said 
church. 

Voted, — ^That the clerk, or scribe of said church, be and he hereby 
is authorized and empowered to appoint, notify and call the meetings 
of said church, whenever it shall be necessary or expedient. 

Voted, — ^That the said Sylvanus Plympton, the clerk or scribe of 
said church, be authorized and required to transmit to said William 
Hilliard and James Munroe, an attested copy of the record of the 
foregoing votes, and of the foregoing recitals introductory to said 
votes. 

. A true copy. Attest, 

SYLVANUS PLYMPTON, Clerk of said Church. 

Cambridge, July 15, 1829. 

REPLY TO THE ABOVE. 

Cambridge, July 21, 1829. 
Sir, — We received yours of the 15th inst. on Sunday, at ape 
o'clock, A. M., in which you give the proceedings of what yoti w^ie 
the first church in Cambridge, adopted by them on the 12th inst 
We had previously supposed, that in all cases, where an individual, 
or individuals, were accused of any misdemeanor, or mal-practice, 
that the allegations, upon which the complaint was founded, would 
be made known to the party accused, that they might have an oppor* 
tunity to answer, and show cause, if any they had, why judgment 
should not be had, and sentence pronounced. But, as in the present 
ease, this course has not been adopted, and as we deny altogether 
the right of the body, which you represent, proceeding to exercise 
this their supposed authority, we deem it inexpedient to take any 
fiirtheriMDtice of your communication at this time. 
Yours, &c. 

WILLIAM HILLIARD, > Beacons of the 

JAMES MUNROE, 5 First Church in Cambridge. 

To Dr. Stlvanus PiiTMPTow. 
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